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LETTER  TO  THE  SECRETARY  OF 

THE  TREASURY. 


Office  of  The  American  Iron  and  Steel  Association, 
No.  261  South  Fourth  street,  Philadelphia,  November  10,  1885. 

Hon.  Daniel  Manning,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

Sir:  This  Association  has  already  acknowledged  the  receipt  of 
your  circular  letter,  dated  July  17,  1885,  in  relation  to  the  collec- 
tion of  information  concerning  customs  duties  on  foreign  products ; 
also  your  personal  communication  of  the  21st  of  the  same  month, 
requesting  the  co-ojieration  of  the  Association  in  collecting  so  much 
of  this  information  as  is  desired  from  the  iron  and  steel  manufac- 
turers of  the  country.  In  our  replies  to  the  communications  referred 
to  we  have  expressed  our  entire  Avillingness  to  aid  in  the  collection 
of  information  from  these  manufacturers.  At  the  same  time  we 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  value  of  our  work  Mould  be  impair- 
ed if  the  Department  should  also  address  its  inquiries  directly  to 
individual  manufacturers.  We  noM^  regret  to  say  that  the  infor- 
mation we  have  obtained  is  not  so  full  or  so  comprehensive  as  M'e 
have  desired  that  it  should  be. 

The  American  Iron  and  Steel  Association  embraced  on  the  1st  of 
January  of  the  present  year  171  companies,  77  firms,  and  22  indi- 
viduals, or  a total  of  270  members.  This  membership  M^as  directly 
identified  with  the  manufacture  of  iron  and  steel  in  every  form  in 
every  State  of  the  Union  that  contains  an  iron  or  steel  industry. 
Besides  this  absolute  membership  the  Association  regularly  corre- 
sponds with  all  other  iron  and  steel  manufacturers  in  the  United 
States. 

Suitable  interrogatories  were  promptly  prepared,  and  application 
for  the  desired  information  M'as  made  early  in  August  last  to  all 
iron  and  steel  manufacturers.  (In  the  phrase  “iron  and  steel 
manufacturers  we  include  the  owners  or  operators  of  blast  fur- 
naces, rolling  mills,  and  steel  works,  and  the  producers  of  ham- 
mered iron  blooms.)  Early  in  September  we  again  addressed  all 
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manufacturers  who  had  not  responded  to  our  first  communication. 
Copies  of  the  interrogatories  referred  to  and  of  the  circular  letters 
accompanying  them  were  promptly  transmitted  to  the  Treasury 
Department.  Of  the  more  than  550  companies,  firms,  and  indi- 
viduals addressed  by  the  Association  less  than  one-fourth  have  re- 
sponded in  writing ; of  this  number  several  have  refused  to  give 
anv  information  whatever  and  many  others  have  given  very  imper- 
feet  iuforniatiou.  Some  have  doubtless  addressed  the  Department 
directly,  and  we  understand  that  replies  will  also  be  made  by  a 
few  organizations  representing  special  iron  or  steel  interests.  Of 
the  large  number  who  have  not  formally  responded  to  the  interrog- 
atories of  the  Association  many  have  personally  given  reasons  for 
not  responding  which  were  similar  to  those  assigned  by  others  in 
writing.  This  unwillingness  or  refusal  to  resjiond  to  a call  for  in- 
formation from  the  ofhcei’S  of,  this  Association  is  an  experience  to 
which  we  are  entirely  unaccustomed. 

The  inquiry  naturally  suggests  itself,  Why  has  the  information 
been  withheld  by  so  many  manufacturers?  Various  reasons  for  this 
action  may  be  assigned.  Many  manufacturers  do  not  keep  their 
accounts  with  sufficient  minuteness  to  enable  them  to  give  the  in- 
formation requested  ; others  naturally  shrink  from  exposing  the  de- 
tails of  their  business  to  any  person,  fearing  that  they  might  even 
by  accident  be  seen  by  their  rivals ; others  do  not  care  to  take  the 
trouble  to  compile  the  details ; others  believe  that  the  details  if 
given  would  fall  into  the  hands  of  Government  officials  who  are  not 
experts,  and  who  would,  therefore,  be  liable  to  misunderstand  or 
misconstrue  them ; while  others  again  decline  to  give  information 
because  they  are  earnestly  opposed  to  any  further  revision  of  the 
tariff,  and  think  that  if  they  would  give  the  details  requested  they 
would  thereby  be  committing  themselves  to  the  support  of  a policy 
which  they  do  not  believe  in.  Whether  or  not  all  these  reasons 
can  be  accepted  as  satisfactory  we  must  resj)ect  the  bookkeeping 
difficulties,  the  earnest  convictions,  and  even  the  timidity  of  busi- 
ness men  who  represent  large  interests  and  have  much  at  stake. 

THE  CIRCULAR  LETTER  CONSII>ERED. 

The  circular  letter  from  the  Department  to  manufacturers  deals 
with  tAvo  important  subjects : first,  the  question  of  substituting  spe- 
cific for  ad  valorem  duties  as  a remedy  for  frauds  on  the  revenue. 
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and,  second,  the  comparative  cost  of  production  of  manufactured 
articles  in  this  country  and  in  other  countries.  In  connection  with 
the  first  of  these  subjects  suggestions  are  requested  concerning  the 
feasibility  of  simplifying  the  tariff  by  the  general  substitution  of 
specific  rates  of  duty.  We  will  consider  these  subjects  in  order. 

SPECIFIC  AND  AD  VALOREM  DUTIES. 

The  Department’s  circular  letter  says  : “ Investigations  of  the 
methods  of  entry  and  appraisement  of  imported  merchandise  have 
shown  that  the  tariff  laws  are  largely  evaded  by  undervaluation 
wherever  the  duties  are  levied  ad  valorem.  A remedy  suggested 
for  this  evil  is  the  adoption  of  sjiecific  duties.”  We  give  our  hearty 
assent  to  this  remedy  so  far  as  its  adoption  is  possible  without  det- 
riment to  the  revenues  of  the  Government  or  injury  to  domestic 
industries.  Specific  duties  are  certain,  constant,  and  easily  ascer- 
tained ; ad  valorem  duties  are  uncertain,  variable,  fruitful  of  con- 
troversy, and  exceedingly  liable  to  fraudulent  evasion.  One  very 
common  method  of  evasion  Avas  clearly  explained  by  the  Ncav 
York  Times  in  its  issue  for  September  25,  1885. 

A concern  in  France,  for  instance,  may  ship  a lot  of  goods  to  its 
representative  here.  The  goods  may  be  of  a special  quality  to  Avhich 
no  common  standard  of  value  can  be  applied  by  the  Appraiser.  Under 
such  circumstances  it  is  not  easy  for  the  Appraiser  to  get  at  the  real  ‘ 
value.  Frequently  in  instances  of  this  kind  the  invoices  are  made  out 
at  a very  Ioav  figure  to  enable  the  consignee  to  eA'ade  the  payment  of 
the  full  amount  of  duties  that  would  be  imposed  on  an  honest  A’alua- 
tion.  This  sy.s’tematic  undervaluation  not  only  cheats  the  Govern- 
ment but  it  is  rapidly  driving  the  domestic  importer  to  the  Avail. 
The  latter,  not  being  in  collusion  Avith  the  foreign  manufacturer,  of 
course  gains  no  advantage. 

We  note  Avith  pleasure  the  vigorous  efforts  that  are  noAv  being 
made  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  check  all  undervaluations  of 
foreign  merchandise  that  is  imported  into  the  United  States.  As 
protectionists,  anxious  for  the  prosperity  of  our  whole  country  and 
of  all  its  industries,  Ave  are  especially  thankful  that  a policy  has 
been  adopted  and  adhered  to  in  the  management  of  our  custom 
houses  that  insists  upon  the  full  measure  of  protection  for  these 
industries  that  is  contemplated  by  our  tariff  laws.  Duties  lev- 
ied for  protection  as  aacII  as  for  revenue  are  of  little  avail  as  a 
shield  against  foreign  competition  if  they  are  not  strictly  enforced. 
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Many  domestic  industries  have  been  credited  with  possessing  a de- 
gree of  protection  which  they  have  not  really  enjoyed  because  of 
the  lax  administration  of  the  law  which  has  been  made  possible  by 
ad  valorem  duties.  The  British  Government  now  levies  only  spe- 
cific duties,  with  one  exception,  and  for  years  before  it  abandoned 
protective  duties  its  policy  was  largely  the  same.  Our  own  con- 
spicuously ad  valorem  tariffs  of  1846  and  1857  had  no  precedent 
in  the  modern  historv  of  Great  Britain.  It  must  be  added,  how- 
ever,  that  British  duties,  whether  they  have  been  specific  or  ad  va- 
lorem, have  always  been  most  rigorously  enforced. 

But  ad  valorem  duties  can  not  be  wholly  dispensed  with,  even  if 
the  risk  of  undervaluations  must  continue.  In  justice  to  the  rev- 
enue, the  domestic  manufacturer,  and  the  domestic  consumer  there 
are  many  articles  which  can  not  wisely  be  subjected  solely  to  spe- 
cific duties.  Gloves  and  hosiery,  watches  and  jewelry,  cutlery  and 
fire-arms,  machinery,  silks,  velvets,  and  satins,  clothing,  cloths,  and 
fine  carpets,  for  instance,  having  varying  values,  could  not  properly 
be  subjected  to  specific  duties  alone  at  so  much  per  pound  or  per 
yard.  Such  articles  must  continue  to  be  subjected  to  ad  valorem 
duties,  and  some  of  them  to  both  specific  and  ad  valorem  rates. 

The  duties  which  are  now  imposed  on  iron  and  steel  and  manu- 
factures thereof  are  chiefly  specific.  We  do  not  recommend  any 
change  from  specific  to  ad  valorem  rates  in  any  of  these  duties. 
The  few  articles  of  iron  and  steel  that  are  subject  to  ad  valorem 
rates  alone  are  as  follows.  The  paragraphs  are  given  as  number- 
ed in  the  Indexed  Tariff  of  the  Treasury  Department. 

148.  Bar  iron,  rolled  or  hammered,  and  all  iron  in  slabs,  blooms, 
loops,  or  other  forms  less  finished  than  iron  in  bars,  and  more  ad- 
vanced than  pig  iron,  except  castings,  shall  pay  a duty  of  thirty-five 
per  centum  ad  valorem  whenever  the  specific  rates  provided  for  these 
articles  would  not  yield  this  proportion  of  their  invoice  value. 

151.  Sheet  iron  thinner  than  number  twenty-nine  wire  gauge,  and 
all  iron  commercially  known  as  common  or  black  taggers  iron,  wheth- 
er put  up  in  boxes  or  bundles,  or  not,  thirty  per  centum  ad  valorem. 

155.  Iron  and  steel  cotton-ties,  or  hoops  for  baling  purposes,  not 
thinner  than  number  twenty  wire  gauge,  thirty-five  per  centum  ad  va- 
lorem. 

174.  Circular  saws,  thirty  per  centum  ad  valorem, 

175.  Hand,  back,  and  all  other  saw's,  not  specially  enumerated  or 
provided  for,  forty  per  centum  ad  valorem. 
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177.  Steel  ingots,  cogged  ingots,  blooms,  and  slabs,  by  whatever  pro- 
cess made;  die  blocks  or  blanks;  billets  and  bars  and  tapered  or  bev- 
eled bars;  bands,  hoops,  strips,  and  sheets  of  all  gauges  and  widths; 
plates  of  all  thicknesses  and  widths;  steamer,  crank,  and  other  shafts; 
W'rist  or  crank  pins ; connecting-rods  and  piston-rods ; j^ressed,  shear- 
‘ ed,  or  stamped  shapes,  or  blanks  of  sheet  or  plate  steel,  or  combina- 

tion of  steel  and  iron,  punched  or  not  punched ; hammer-moulds  or 
swaged  steel;  gun-moulds,  not  in  bars;  alloys  used  as  substitutes  for 
steel  tools;  all  descriptions  and  shapes  of  dry  sand,  loam,  or  iron- 
moulded  steel  castings,  all  of  the  above  classes  of  steel  not  otherwise 
specially  provided  for,  valued  at  four  cents  a pound  or  less,  forty-jive 
per  centum  ad  valorem. 

183.  Steel,  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for,  forty-jive  per 
centum  ad  valorem. 

197.  Cutlery,  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for,  thirty-five 
per  centum  ad  valorem. 

199.  Steel  plates,  engraved,  twenty-jive  per  centum  ad  valorem, 

202.  Muskets,  rifles,  and  other  fire-arms,  not  specially  enumerated 
or  provided  for,  twenty-five  per  centum  ad  valorem, 

203.  All  sporting  breecli-loading  shot-guns,  and  pistols  of  all  kinds, 
thirty-five  per  centum  ad  valorem. 

204.  Forged  shot-gun  barrels,  rougli-bored,  ten  per  ce^Uum  ad  vtdorem. 

205.  Needles  for  knitting  or  sewing  machines,  thirty-five  per  centum 
ad  valorem. 

20G.  Needles,  sewing,  darning,  knitting,  and  all  others  not  specially 
► enumerated  or  provided  for,  twenty-five  prr  centum  ad  valorem. 

207.  Pen-knives,  pocket-knives,  of  all  kinds,  and  razors,  fifty  per 
centum  ad  valorem;  sw'ords,  sw^ord-blades,  and  side-arms,  thirty-five  per 
centum  ad  valorem. 

208.  Pen-holder-tips  and  pen-holders,  or  parts  thereof,  thirty  per  cent- 
117)1  ad  valorem. 

214.  Chromate  of  iron,  or  chromic  ore,  fijteoi  p>er  centum  ad  valorem. 

215.  Mineral  substances  in  a crude  state  and  metals  un wrought,  not 
specially  enumerated  or  provided  for,  twenty  per  centum  ad  valoran. 

216.  jManufactures,  articles,  or  w^ares,  not  speciallv  enumerated  or 
provided  for,  composed  wholly  or  in  part  of  iron,  steel,  copper,  lead, 
nickel,  i)ewter,  tin,  zinc,  gold,  silver,  platinum,  or  any  other  metal, 
and  whether  partly  or  wholly  manufactured,  forty-five  per  centum. 

We  do  not  suggest  any  changes  in  the  rates  of  duty  named  in 
any  of  these  paragraphs  except  in  those  numbered  151,  155,  177, 
and  183.  Ad  valorem  rates  in  all  these  paragraphs  except  those 
named  appear  to  us  to  be  absolutely  necessary  to  secure  to  the 
Government  the  revenue  to  which  it  is  justly  entitled  and  to  guard 
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the  domestic  manufacturer  against  destructive  foreign  competition. 
The  character  of  the  articles  mentioned  in  these  paragraphs  will 
show  at  a glance  that  duties  levied  by  weight  could  not  equitably 
to  any  interest  be  imposed  on  any  of  them.  There  remain  then  for 
our  consideration  the  duties  imposed  in  paragraphs  151,  155,  1^7, 
and  183. 

In  paragraph  No.  151  the  duty  on  common  or  black  sheet  iron 
thinner  than  number  29  wire  gauge  and  on  common  or  black  tag- 
gers iron  is  stated  to  be  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  Experience  has 
shown  that  this  duty  is  too  low  to  be  j)rotective  of  our  sheet  iron 
manufacturers  who  are  prepared  to  manufacture  the  finer  quali- 
ties of  sheet  iron  and  taggers  iron,  the  latter  being  the  thinnest 
sheet  iron  that  is  made.  The  duty  is  entirely  out  of  harmony 
with  the  duties  on  thicker  sheet  iron.  The  thinner  the  sheet  iron 
the  more  labor  is  employed  upon  it  and  the  more  valuable  it  is ; 
hence  the  duty  imposed  upon  it  should  be  higher  than  on  thicker 
sheet  iron.  But  the  duty  of  30  per  cent,  on  sheet  iron  thinner 
than  number  29  and  on  taggers  iron  is  really  much  less  than  that 
which  Congress  has  imposed  on  the  thicker  forms  of  sheet  iron. 
The  specific  duty  on  sheet  iron  thicker  than  number  29  ranges 
. from  l-j\j-  cents  to  H cents  per  pound.  An  examination  of  the 
Government  statistics  shows  that  in  the  fiscal  year  1884,  which  was 
the  first  under  the  tariff  of  1883,  there  were  entered  for  immedi- 
ate consumption  and  Avithdrawn  from  warehouse  1834  tons  of  tag- 
gers iron,  valued  at  $119,759,  the  ad  valortm  duty  upon  which 
amounted  to  $35,927.70,  or  $19.60  per  ton,  which  is  less  than  one 
cent  per  pound.  In  the  same  fiscal  year  10  tons  of  sheet  iron 
thinner  than  number  29  Avere  entered  and  AvithdraAAm,  valued  at 
$717,  upon  aaEIcIi  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  $215.10  AA^as  paid,  or 
$21.51  per  ton,  Avhich  also  is  less  than  one  cent  per  pound.  The 
probability  is  that  a large  portion  of  the  1834  tons  of  “taggers 
iron”  AA'as  really  sheet  iron  of  sizes  near  to  but  thicker  than  num- 
ber 29,  and  it  should  therefore  have  paid  a specific  duty.  It  is  no 
AA'onder  that  the  manufacture  of  taggers  iron  is  not  to-day  an  Amer- 
ican industrA",  and  that  the  manufacture  of  thin  sheet  iron  is  a 
sicklv  industry.  The  duty  on  the  thinnest  forms  of  sheet  iron  up 
to  taggers  iron  gauges,  Avhich  begin  Avith  number  36,  should  cer- 
tainly be  as  hi"h  as  that  on  number  25  to  number  29,  A\hich  is  1^ 
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In  paragraph  No.  155  the  duty  on  cotton-ties  is  stated  to  be  35 
per  cent,  ad  valorem.  This  duty  has  been  found  to  be  inadequate 
for  the  protection  of  our  cotton-tie  manufacturers,  very  feAA'  cotton- 
ties  being  noAV  made  in  this  country.  In  the  fiscal  year  already 
referred  to  there  Avere  entered  and  AvithdraAvn  for  consum})tion 
16,182  tons  of  foreign-made  cotton-ties,  aggregating  in  value  at 
the  places  of  manufacture  $540,240.57,  and  paying  a duty  amount- 
ing to  $189,190.78,  or  $11.70  per  ton,  Avhich  is  but  little  more 
than  ^ cent  per  pound.  The  inadequacy  of  the  35  per  cent,  ad 
valorem  duty  as  a check  to  foreign  competition  is  seen  in  the 
very  large  importations  of  the  last  feAV  years,  and  its  absurdity 
and  injustice  Avill  be  made  strikingly  apparent  Avhen  it  is  compar- 
ed Avith  the  higher  duties  on  bar  iron.  Cotton-ties  require  very 
much  more  labor  than  bar  iron,  and  their  cost  is  therefore  much 
greater.  The  action  of  Congress  in  imposing  an  ad  valorem  rate 
Avdiich  yields  but  little  more  than  i cent  per  pound  is  one  of 
those  obvious  errors  in  legislation  AA'hich  should  be  speedily  cor- 
rected. Of  course  there  is  good  ground  for  the  suspicion  that  the 
foreign  cost  is  undervalued.  The  duty  should  be  made  specific, 
and  should  not  be  less  than  that  Avhich  is  charged  on  the  smallest 
sizes  of  bar  iron,  namely,  1-^^  cents  per  pound. 

In  paragraph  No.  177  the  duty  on  various  enumerated  forms  of 
steel,  valued  at  4 cents  per  pound  or  less,  is  stated  to  be  45  per 
cent,  ad  valorem.  A valid  objection  to  this  duty  is  that  it  opens 
the  door  to  undervaluations  upon  a large  class  of  miscellaneous 
steel  products.  In  the  fiscal  year  1884  there  Avere  entered  and 
Avithdrawn  from  consumption,  under  the  ad  valorem  rate  of  duty, 
12,786  tons  of  steel  bars  and  billets,  valued  at  $370,879,  upon 
Avhich  the  duty  amounted  to  $167,470.76,  or  $13.10  per  ton  ; also 
5,156  tons  of  steel  ingots,  blooms,  and  slabs,  valued  at  $120,560, 
upon  Avhich  the  duty  amounted  to  $54,252,  or  $10.52  per  ton. 
The  average  duty  collected  on  all  these  articles  Avas  a very  small 
fraction  more  than  2 cent  per  pound.  There  AA^ould  appear  to  be 
no  sufficient  check  upon  the  obvious  temptation  to  enter  for  duty 
steel  Avorth  2 and  3 cents  a pound  at  one  cent  or  e\'en  less  per 
pound.  Apart  from  this  consideration  there  is  a manifest  impro- 
priety in  subjecting  steel  valued  at  4 cents  per  pound  or  less  to 
an  ad  valorem  duty  Avhich  realizes  only  about  i cent  per  pound, 
while  steel  valued  above  4 cents  per  pound  and  less  than  7 cents 
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is  made  dutiable  at  2 cents  per  pound.  A classification  of  this 
kind  is  sure  to  invite  fraud  in  entering  steel  in  the  4-cent  clause 
which  should  be  invoiced  above  4 cents.  The  45  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem duty  on  steel  valued  at  4 cents  per  pound  or  less  should  be 
changed  if  possible  to  a specific  duty  approximating  that  which 
is  imposed  on  steel  valued  above  4 cents.  This  would  tend  to 
prevent  frauds  and  aftbrd  more  adequate  protection  to  domestic 
steel  manufacturers.  If  it  be  objected  that  much  of  the  steel  that 
is  imported  under  the  45  j)er  cent,  duty  is  worth  very  much  less 
than  4 cents  per  pound,  we  reply  that  the  cheapness  of  foreign 
products  is  the  feature  of  foreign  competition  against  which  pro- 
tective duties  are  required.  If  duties  are  made  sufficiently  high  to 
be  adequately  protective  home  competition  may  be  depended  upon 
to  keep  home  prices  within  reasonable  limits. 

In  paragraph  No.  183  the  duty  on  steel  not  specially  enumerat- 
ed or  provided  for  is  also  given  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  This 
provision  can  not  be  objected  to  per  se,  but  objection  may  proper- 
ly be  made  to  its  covering  articles  wdiich  should  have  been  spe- 
cifically enumerated.  We  mention  one  conspicuous  illustration, 
namely,  steel  wire  rods  lighter  than  number  5 wire  gauge,  and 
valued  at  31  cents  or  less  per  pound.  They  are  nowhere  provided 
for  by  name,  but  both  iron  and  steel  wire  rods  above  number  5 are 
enumerated.  Why  should  the  finer  and  more  valuable  product  be 
placed  in  an  omnibus  clause,  and  subjected  to  an  ad  valorem  rate 
which  may  be  evaded,  while  the  coarser  forms  of  the  same  article 
are  carefully  enumerated  and  subjected  to  a specific  rate?  Con- 
siderable quantities  of  wire  rods  lighter  than  number  5 are  im- 
ported, and  although  the  Government  does  not  advise  us  of  the 
quantity  and  value  of  these  importations  we  are  informed  that  the 
foreign  invoice  yields  to  the  revenue  about  811.50  per  ton,  which  is 
less  than  the  duty  of  cent  per  pound,  or  813.44  per  ton,  Avhich 
is  imposed  on  the  less  valuable  wire  rods  not  lighter  than  number  5. 
By  making  the  duty  cent  per  pound  on  wire  rods  lighter  than 
number  5,  and  valued  at  3i  cents  or  less  per  pound,  it  would  har- 
monize with  that  on  the  larger  gauges,  and  our  wire-rod  manufac- 
turers would  not  be  subjected  to  unfair  competition,  of  the  injurious 
effects  of  which  they  justly  complain. 

In  dismissing  that  part  of  the  circular  letter  which  relates  to 
the  substitution  of  specific  for  ad  valorem  duties  we  call  special 
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attention  to  the  fact  that,  even  if  it  were  possible  always  to  secure 
honest  valuations,  ad  valorem  duties  do  not  afford  protection  to 
domestic  manufacturers  when  it  is  most  needed.  A\  hen  foreign 
products  are  entered  at  low  prices  ad  valorem  rates  yield  corre- 
spondingly low  duties,  and  this  happens  when  the  imported  prod- 
ucts by  their  cheapness  most  dangerously  menace  the  home  man- 
ufacture of  like  products.  If  pig  iron,  for  instance,  were  subject 
to  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  50  per  cent,  the  duty  would  be  85  per 
ton  when  the  foreign  value  is  810,  and  it  would  be  87.50  per  ton 
when  the  foreign  value  is  815.  It  will  readily  be  seen  that  the 
domestic  manufacturer  would  need  the  87.50  duty  more  when  for- 
eign pig  iron  is  810  per  ton  than  he  would  need  85  duty  when 
it  is  815  per  ton.  AVe  believe,  therefore,  that,  whenever  it  is  prac- 
ticable, and  not  positively  injurious  to  any  American  interest,  spe- 
cific duties  should  be  substituted  for  ad  valorem  rates. 

SPECIFIC  DUTIES  WHICH  ARE  TOO  LOW. 

In  this  connection  it  seems  proper  that  due  consideration  should 
also  be  given  to  certain  specific  duties  in  the  metal  schedule  which 
are  nominally  imposed  for  the  protection  of  domestic  manufac- 
turers but  which  really  protect  only  their  foreign  rivals.  AA^e  al- 
lude to  the  duty  of  one  cent  per  pound  on  tin  plates  and  to  the 
duty  of  y%  cent  per  pound  on  iron  and  steel  wire  rods  not  lighter 
than  number  5.  That  these  duties  are  not  adequately  protective 
is  shown  by  the  most  significant  facts.  This  country  does  not 
manufacture  one  box  of  tin  plates.  Great  Britain  supplying  our 
entire  demand.  Our  iron  wire-rod  industry  is  practically  an  ex- 
tinct industry,  Sweden  and  Germany  now  making  nearly  all  the 
iron  wire  rods  we  need.  Our  steel  wire-rod  industry  is  subjected 
to  the  severest  competition  with  the  same  industry  in  Germany 
and  Great  Britain.  The  following  statement  of  our  importations 
of  tin  plates  and  iron  and  steel  wire  rods  in  the  fiscal  year  1884 
is  compiled  from  the  Government  statistics,  but  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  more  steel  wire  rods  are  imported  than  these  figures 
indicate,  owing  to  the  grouping  of  rods  lighter  than  No.  5 with 
“steel  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for.” 


Articles.  Gross  tons.  Value.  Duty  collected. 

Tin  plates 235,661  818,931,072.70  85,278,848.25 

Iron  wire  rods 35,839  1,569,397.52  481,671.04 


Steel  “ “ not  lighter  than  No.  5,  50,158  1,812,957.71  674,162..55 
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The  magnitude  of  the  importations  of  tin  plates  is  yet  more  sig- 
nificantly shown  in  the  following  table  of  the  total  importations 
and  withdrawals  from  warehouse  for  consumption  of  iron  and  steel 
and  iron  ore  in  the  fiscal  year  above  mentioned. 


Articles. 

Per  cent. 

Value.  of 

Duty 

Average 

ad 

whole  value.  collected. 

vaXorem. 

Tin  plates 

§18,931,072.70  44 

$5,278,848.25 

27.88 

All  other  iron  and  steel.... 

23,986,674.66  56 

9,531,213.07 

39.69 

Total 

$42,917,747.36  100 

114,810,061.32 

34.48 

From  this  table  it  will  be  seen  that  44  per  cent,  of  the  total 
importations  of  iron  and  steel  entered  and  withdrawn  from  ware- 
house for  consumption  in  the  fiscal  year  1884  consisted  of  tin 
plates,  the  specific  duty  of  one  cent  per  pound  on  which  was 
equivalent  to  about  28  per  cent,  of  their  foreign  value.  That  the 
importations  of  tin  plates  in  the  fiscal  year  1884  were  not  excep- 
tionally large  is  shown  by  a further  reference  to  the  Government 
statistics.  The  importations  of  tin  plates  in  the  last  five  calendar 
years  were  as  follows : 


Calendar  Years. 

Gross  tons. 

Value. 

1880 

$16,478,110 

1881 

183  005 

14,886,907 

17,975,161 

18,156,773 

1882 

213  987 

1883 

221,233 

1884 

216,181 

16,858,650 

Total 

$84,3.55,601 

These  figures  show  that  in  five  years  we  have  imported  nearly 
a million  tons  of  tin  plates,  for  which  we  paid  the  British  manu- 
facturers nearly  $85,000,000.  If  there  had  existed  any  necessity 
for  this  large  importation,  as  in  the  case  of  articles  that  this 
country  is  not  capable  of  producing,  its  magnitude  might  be  worthy 
of  only  a passing  thought;  but  it  is  a most  serious  matter  to  send 
$17,000,000  annually  out  of  the  country  to  pay  for  an  article 
Avhich  we  could  ourselves  produce  if  the  Government  would  foster 
its  manufacture  as  it  has  fostered  and  is  still  fostering  other  useful 
industries.  Tin  plates  are  only  sheet  iron  or  sheet  steel  coated 
with  tin,  or  with  a mixture  of  tin  and  lead,  and  it  will  not  be 
contended  by  any  intelligent  person  that  we  could  not  make  them 
as  easily  as  they  are  made  in  England  and  Wales.  Our  skill  as 
iron  and  steel  manufacturers  is  equal  to  that  ol*  any  other  people ; 
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we  produce  our  own  lead,  and  we  can  obtain  tin  from  the  same 
countries  which  supply  Great  Britain.  The  only  reason  why  we 
do  not  make  the  tin  plates  that  we  need  is  the  insufficiency  of 
the  duty,  which  is  not  equal  to  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction in  this  country  and  in  Great  Britain.  The  duty  should 
be  at  least  doubled ; instead  of  being  one  cent  per  pound  it  should 
be  at  least  two  cents.  The  present  duty  is  a purely  revenue  duty ; 
it  protects  no  American  interest,  but  gives  to  British  manufactur- 
ers the  monopoly  of  supplying  our  markets  with  tin  plates. 

Tin  plates  are  a highly-finished  metallurgical  product,  and  much 
labor  and  skill  are  required  in  the  final  stages  of  their  manufac- 
ture. But  it  is  well  to  consider  also  the  vast  quantities  of  raw 
materials  and  the  vast  amount  of  labor  that  enter  into  the  primary 
and  intermediate  stages  of  the  production  of  so  large  a quantity  of 
foreign-made  tin  plates  as  this  country  annually  consumes.  Why 
should  we  not  utilize  our  own  resources  for  the  manufacture  of  the 


tin  plates  we  need  ? Why  not  employ  our  own  labor  instead  of 
the  labor  of  another  country  in  supplying  this  want  ? Establish  in 
this  country  a tin-plate  industry  through  the  agency  of  a ])rotect- 
ive  dutv,  and  the  same  beneficial  results  to  consumers  that  have 
followed  the  establishment  of  our  steel-rail  industry  may  confi- 
dently be  looked  for.  No  American  industry  that  has  been  ade- 
quately protected  has  ever  increased  to  consumers  the  cost  of  its 
products.  If  we  had  a thoroughly  protected  tin-plate  industry  it 
would  form  no  exception  to  this  rule. 

The  duty  on  iron  wire  rods  under  the  tarift  which  was  in  force 
prior  to  the  30th  of  June,  1883,  was  II  cents  per  pound,  and  that 
on  steel  wire  rods  was  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  The  present 
duty  of  cent  per  pound  on  iron  wire  rods  has  greatly  increas- 
ed their  importation  and  correspondingly  decreased  their  domestic 
production.  Many  of  our  iron  wire-rod  mills  were  compulsorily 
closed  soon  after  the  new  duty  went  into  operation,  and  they  re- 
main closed  to-day.  The  old  duty  of  II  cents  per  pound  should 
be  restored.  The  duty  on  steel  wire  rods  not  lighter  than  number  5 
wire  gauge  and  valued  at  31  cents  or  less  per  pound  was  changed 
by  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  from  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem  to  y% 
cent  per  pound.  The  new  duty  is  not  so  protective  as  it  should 
be,  importations  still  being  large,  as  the  statistics  we  have  given 
will  show. 
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The  demand  for  iron  and  steel  wire  rods  has  greatly  increased 
in  this  country  in  recent  years,  chiefly  because  they  are  the  raw 
materials  for  telegraph  and  telephone  wire  and  wire  fencing,  as 
well  as  for  other  purposes.  It  is  a matter  of  importance,  therefore, 
that  w'e  should  properly  encourage  the  manufacture  of  both  these 
products,  which  in  the  primary,  intermediate,  and  finished  processes 
of  their  manufacture  require  much  labor  and  consume  large  quan- 
tities of  the  raw  materials  which  enter  into  all  iron  and  steel  prod- 
ucts. No  consuming  interest  can  suffer  by  the  manufacture  at 
home  of  all,  or  nearly  all,  these  articles  that  are  needed  to  supply 
the  domestic  demand.  Such  protection  as  has  been  given  to  our 
steel  wire-rod  industry  has  certainly  not  increased  the  cost  of  wire 
fencing  to  the  American  farmer.  It  never  was  so  cheap  as  it  has 
been  during  the  past  twelve  months. 

FURTHER  CONSIDERATIOX  OF  THE  DUTIES  ON  IRON  AND  STEEL. 

The  value  of  all  the  iron  and  steel  and  manufactures  thereof 
and  iron  ore  that  was  entered  and  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  in  the  fiscal  year  1884  was  $42,917,747.36.  The 
duty  collected  on  these  iron  and  steel  commoilities  was  $14,810,- 
061.32.  The  average  ad  valorem  rate  on  the  whole  importation  of 
iron  and  steel  and  manufactures  thereof  and  also  on  iron  ore  was 
34.48  per  cent.  This  average  is  low  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  fiscal  year  1884  was  a year  of  low  prices,  which  had  the  effect 
of  advancing  the  ad  valorem  equivalents  of  specific  duties.  The 
average  is  also  low  when  compared  with  the  average  duty  collect- 
ed on  all  dutiable  goods  entered  for  consumption  and  withdrawn 
from  warehouse  in  the  fiscal  year  1884,  which  was  41.61  per  cent. 
These  statistics  are  presented  to  show  that  our  iron  and  steel  indus- 
tries enjoy  no  undue  advantage  in  the  present  tariff  over  other  in- 
dustries. On  the  contrary,  we  have  pointed  out  some  of  the  disad- 
vantages which  have  been  imjiosed  on  them  by  the  new  tariff. 

There  are  certain  theorists  who  contend  that,  because  jiig  iron 
can  be  cheaply  made  in  some  Southern  States,  a protective  duty 
on  this  article  is  not  needed  by  the  country  at  large,  and  that  the 
South  should  be  permitted  to  make  all  the  pig  iron  that  the 
country  requires.  This  is  a very  short-sighted  view,  even  if  it  were 
possible  for  the  South  to  supply  so  large  a quantity  of  pig  iron. 
Because  there  is  natural  gas  at  Pittsburgh  shall  all  the  bar  iron 
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and  all  the  nails  and  all  the  glass  that  the  country  needs  be  made 
there  ? Because  cotton  goods  can  be  cheaply  manufactured  in 
New  England  shall  no  other  section  of  the  country  build  cotton 
factories  ? Because  the  valleys  are  fertile  shall  the  hillsides  not 
be  cultivated  ? We  rejoice  at  the  rapid  growth  of  the  pig-iron 
industry  of  the  South,  but  the  best  friends  of  this  industry  see 
clearly  that  its  prosperity  could  not  have  been  achieved  without 
the  help  of  a protective  duty.  The  principal  market  for  Southern 
pig  iron  is  in  the  North,  and  to  reach  this  market  from  $3  to  $4 
per  ton  must  be  paid  for  freight.  This  freight  brings  the  cost  of 
Southern  pig  iron  at  the  places  where  it  is  consumed  in  line  with 
the  cost  of  Northern  pig  iron.  If  a purely  revenue  duty,  in  oth- 
er words,  a low  duty,  had  been  imposed  on  foreign  pig  iron  in  re- 
cent years  Southern  pig  iron  would  have  been  compelled  to  meet 
a more  active  foreign  competition  and  lower  prices  in  tbe  North 
than  it  has  encountered,  and  if  it  had  met  with  this  opposition  its 
manufacture  certainly  could  not  have  prospered.  Reduce  the  duty 
on  ])ig  iron  to-day  and  the  Southern  pig  iron  that  is  now  sold  in 
the  North  would  largely  be  replaced  by  the  still  cheaper  foreign 
pig  iron.  We  prefer  to  see  Southern  pig  iron  coming  North  in 
increasing  quantities  rather  than  to  see  an  increase  in  our  con- 
sumption of  foreign  pig  iron ; we  jiut  the  prosperity  of  every  sec- 
tion of  our  own  country  before  that  of  any  other  country. 

Objection  is  sometimes  made  to  the  imposition  of  any  duty  on 
iron  ore  because  it  is  a raw  material,  a free  gift  of  nature.  There 
are  honest  differences  of  opinion  among  believers  in  the  pro- 
tective policy  concerning  the  amount  of  the  duty  which  should  be 
imposed  on  this  article,  but  there  can  be  no  difference  of  opinion 
among  tbem  concerning  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  shield  from 
injurious  foreign  competition  every  American  industry  that  is  in 
need  of  its  fostering  care.  Our  iron-ore  industry  is  unquestionably 
such  an  industry.  We  have  iron  ore  in  abundance  in  many  States. 
The  unrestricted  importation,  that  is  to  say,  the  free  importation,  of 
foreign  iron  ore  would  have  a strong  tendency  to  close  many  of  our 
own  iron- ore  mines  and  to  reduce  the  wages  of  the  workingmen 
who  would  be  employed  in  operating  the  remainder.  We  protest 
against  the  adoption  of  this  policy,  which  is  based  upon  the  theory 
that  iron  ore  is  a raw  material.  When  taken  from  the  mine  and 
marketed  it  is  the  product  of  labor ; its  value  is  almost  entirely  due 
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to  the  labor  that  is  employed  in  its  development.  Ignore  the 
claims  to  protection  of  the  American  iron-ore  industry,  because  iron 
ore  is  a raw  material,  and  with  as  much  reason  the  claims  to  pro- 
tection of  almost  every  other  American  industry  could  be  ignored. 
Pig  iron  is  a raw  material  to  the  bai’-iron  manufacturer,  and  bar 
iron  is  a raw  material  to  the  car  builder  and  the  wagon  and  car- 
riage manufacturer.  The  principle  involved  in  the  protection  of  the 
iron-ore  producer  is  precisely  the  same  as  that  which  is  involved 
in  the  protection  of  the  pig-iron  manufacturer  and  the  bar-iron 
manufacturer.  Protectionists  could  not  consistently  or  justly  as- 
sent to  a policy  which  would  shield  from  injurious  foreign  competi- 
tion the  domestic  capital  and  labor  that  are  enlisted  in  some  indus- 
tries and  at  the  same  time  expose  to  this  competition  another  indus- 
try which  also  employs  home  capital  and  home  labor.  Protection 
to  American  industry  is  a principle  and  not  an  expedient.  Iron 
and  steel  manufacturers  therefore  do  not  wish  to  see  iron  ore  placed 
in  the  free  list,  or  bituminous  coal  and  coke. 

THE  COST  OF  PRODUCING  IRON  AND  STEEL. 

We  now  come  to  consider  that  part  of  the  circular  letter  which 
relates  to  the  comparative  cost  of  production  of  manufactured 
articles  in  this  country  and  in  other  countries.  Owing  to  circum- 
stances which  have  already  been  explained  we  are  unable  to  pre- 
sent detailed  statistics  of  the  cost  of  2>roduction  of  iron  and  steel 
in  this  country.  Only  fragmentary  information  has  been  received. 
Such  information  as  we  may  give  will  not  pretend  to  embody  per- 
fect averages  of  cost  of  production  for  the  whole  country. 

With  regard  to  the  cost  of  producing  iron  and  steel  in  compet- 
ing countries  we  have  not  believed  it  to  be  necessary  to  attempt  to 
ascertain  the  elements  of  this  cost,  assuming  that  for  all  practical 
purposes  the  prices  at  which  these  products  have  recently  been 
sold  may  be  accepted  as  an  approximation  to  their  actual  and 
usual  cost.  Foreign  iron  and  steel  markets  have  not  recently  been 
excited  from  any  cause,  while  it  may  truthfully  be  said  that  low 
prices  are  the  rule  rather  than  the  exception  in  all  European 
countries.  Economic  conditions  are  more  circumscribed  and  exact- 
ing and  therefore  more  stable  in  those  countries  than  in  our  own ; 
labor  is  more  at  the  mercy  of  capital ; foreign  markets  are  more 
sought  after ; hence  prices  and  cost  of  production  are  always  low- 
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er  and  more  uniform  than  with  us.  In  such  illustrative  references 
as  we  may  make  to  foreign  competiticAi  with  our  own  people  in 
the  manufacture  of  iron  and  steel  we  shall  assume,  therefoie,  that 
the  foreign  price  to-day  approximates  the  usual  foreign  cost. 

The  returns  which  we  have  received  of  the  average  cost  of  pro- 
duction of  pig  iron  at  a number  of  blast  furnaces  in  1882,  1883, 
and  1884,  while  possibly  varying  from  a true  average  of  this  cost 
for  the  country  at  large,  enable  us  to  reach  the  true  relation  of  the 
cost  of  the  labor  employed  in  producing  a ton  of  pig  iron  to  the 
cost  of  all  the  other  elements  entering  into  its  production.  Of 
these  furnaces  some  used  anthracite  and  bituminous  coal  and  oth- 
ers used  charcoal.  The  returns  show  that  the  total  average  cost 
of  producing  a gross  ton  of  pig  iron  at  these  furnaces  in  the  years 
mentioned  was  as  follows : 

Anthracite  and 

Labor  in  producing  raw  materials 

Labor  in  transporting  raw  materials 

Labor  at  furnace,  including  repairs 

Total  cost  of  labor 

Taxes,  iirsnrance,  commissions,  office  expenses,  i 
terest,  freight,  traveling  expenses,  royalties,  etc.... 

Total  cost  of  a ton  of  pig  iron 

Percentage  of  labor  cost  to  total  cost 

The  anthracite  and  bituminous  furnaces  referred  to  above  used 
an  av'^erage  of  2.08  tons  of  iron  ore,  1.54  tons  of  fuel,  and  1.04 
tons  of  limestone  in  making  a ton  of  pig  iron,  and  the  charcoal 
furnaces  used  an  average  of  2.3  tons  of  iron  ore,  137  bushels  of 
charcoal,  and  .29  ton  of  limestone.  The  furnaces  which  supply 
the  foregoing  av'erages  are  widely  separated,  some  are  old-fash- 
ioned in  construction,  and  few  of  them  use  the  rich  ores  of  Lake 
Superior.  All  are,  however,  among  our  good  and  well-managed 
furnaces,  but  only  a few  are  among  the  newest  and  best  equipped. 

We  have  taken  the  average  of  the  years  1882,  1883,  and  1884, 
instead  of  the  present  year,  for  the  reason  that  labor  in  tbe  iron  in- 
dustry in  this  country  is  paid  less  in  1885  than  it  should  receive, 
and  less  than  it  has  been  accustomed  to  receive.  The  average  wa- 
ges paid  in  1882,  1883,  and  1884,  which,  taken  together,  were  years 
of  fair  prosperity  for  this  country,  can  not  be  taken  exception  to. 

The  foregoing  details  show  that  73  per  cent,  of  the  cost  of  pro- 
ducing a ton  of  pig  iron  with  anthracite  or  bituminous  coal  in  the 


bituminous. 

Charcoal. 

...  $10.26 

§9.62 

,..  1.78 

3.17 

...  1.91 

2.44 

...  $13.95 

$15.23 

n- 

...  5.22 

5.18 

...  ^;i9.i7 

$20.41 

73 

74 
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years  mentioned  was  paid  in  wages  to  labor,  and  that  74  j)er  cent, 
of  the  cost  of  producing  *a  ton  of  charcoal  j)ig  iron  in  the  same 
years  was  similarly  paid.  Taking  these  percentages,  and  assuming, 
as  we  may  correctly  assume,  that  the  same  pi'oportions  hold  good 
from  rear  to  vear,  we  find  that  labor — the  labor  which  toils  hard 
with  its  hands  and  with  bent  back — receives  very  nearly  three- 
fourths  of  the  cost  of  prodiudng  a ton  of  pig  iron  in  this  country. 
This  calculation  excludes  clerical  labor,  and  the  labor  of  the  tax- 
gatherer,  the  insurance  agent,  the  commission  merchant,  and  all 
others.  The  workingman,  tlierefore,  has  the  greatest  stake  in  the 
duty  which  protects  our  pig-iron  industry  against  the  competition 
of  tlie  foreign  producer  of  pig  iron. 

Wh  at  is  the  measure  of  this  competition?  Primarily,  and  for 
j>resent  i)urposes  of  comparison,  it  is  the  price  at  which  foreign  j)ig 
iron  is  sold  for  shipment  to  our  market.  As  we  have  already  ex- 
plained, the  present  prices  of  iron  and  steel  abroad  may  be  regard- 
ed as  approximating  the  usual  prices  of  these  articles,  and  pig  iron 
forms  no  exception  to  this  rule.  AVe  find  by  reference  to  tlie  for- 
eign market  reports  for  October  last  that  the  prices  of  English 
and  Scotch  pig  iron  were  then  as  follow*s : 

Nos.  1,  2,  and  3 AVest  Coast  hematite  (Bessemer)  f.  o.  b.,  43s.  (kl.  ($10.58) 
No.  1 Aliddlesbrougli  (Cleveland  cold-short)  f.  o b.  ship,  37s.  Od.  ($9.00) 


No.  1 Eglinton  (Scotch)  alongside  ship 43s.  Od.  ($10.45) 

No.  1 Coltness  (Scotch)  alongside  ship 48s.  Od.  ($11.80) 


It  will  be  seen  from  a comparison  of  these  figures  with  those 
given  above  that  the  price  per  ton  at  which  foreign  pig  iron  can  be 
put  on  board  vessels  for  shi])ment  to  the  Uniti  d States  is  several 
dollars  less  than  the  labor  cost  of  a ton  of  pig  iron  in  this  country 
when  the  wages  paid  are  an  average  of  those  which  prevailed  in 
1882,  1883,  and  1884.  The  highest  price  above  quoted  for  foreign 
pig  iron  is  $11.80,  wdiile  the  lowest  average  labor  cost  of  a ton 
of  pig  iron  in  this  country  in  the  years  named  w'as  $13.95.  This 
cost  was,  however,  only  73  per  cent,  of  the  total  cost,  and  if  allow- 
ance be  made  for  the  remaining  27  per  cent,  of  this  total  cost  it 
will  be  seen  at  a glance  that  the  present  duty  of  $6.72  per  ton  on 
pig  iron  is  not  equal  to  the  difference  between  the  total  cost  at 
home  and  the  price  abroad.  The  cost  of  transporting  pig  iron  from 
European  to  American  seaports  is  no  liindrance  to  its  sale  in  our 
markets.  The  freight  on  pig  iron  from  Glasgow  to  New  York  wits 
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only  50  cents  per  ton  in  October  of  the  ])resent  year,  whereas  the 
freight  on  pig  iron  from  the  Lehigh  A'^alley  to  New  York,  a dis- 
tance of  less  than  a liundred  miles,  averaged  $1.00. 

The  next  illustration  wliich  we  shall  give  of  the  comparative  cost 
of  producing  iron  and  steel  in  this  country  and  in  Europe  relates 
to  bar  iron.  The  figures  tve  will  (juote  for  our  own  country  will 
comprise  only  the  cost  of  the  labor  employed  in  all  the  stages  ne- 
cessary to  j)rodiice  from  the  raw*  materials  a ton  of  best  refined 
bar  iron.  The  period  to  which  these  ligures  refer  is  the  early  }>art 
of  1882.  AA"e  prefer  the  figures  W(‘  are  al)out  to  give  to  those  Ave 

have  ourselves  recently  collected  l)ecause  they  are  from  the  hand 

« % 

of  one  of  the  most  eminent,  painstaking,  and  capal>le  of  American 
ironmasters,  Mr.  John  Griiien,  now  decease*!,  but  for  many  years 
the  Superintendent  of  the  Pluenix  Iron  AA'orks,  at  Plioenixville, 
Pennsylvania.  In  Aj)ril,  1882,  Mr.  Grifien  compiled  for  the  Amer- 
ican Iron  and  Steel  Association  from  the  books  of  the  Pluvnix  Iron 
Company  the  following  statement  of  tlie  labor  cost  to  that  com- 
pany of  a ton  of  liest  bar  iron,  wliich  cost  was  undoubtedly  a fair 
average  for  the  country  at  large. 


].  rio  iiiox. 

AVaj^es  earned  in  mining  enoujzh  ore  for  one  ton  piy  iron $5.18 

AV  a^es  earned  in  minin<r  enoujrh  limestone  for  one  ton  iron....  .33 

AA’  ages  earned  in  mining  enough  antliracite  for  one  ton  ]>ig  iron...  1.71 

AAhiges  earned  in  making  enough  coke  for  one  ton  pig  iron.. 28 

AA'  ages  earned  in  trans]>orting  above  ore 56 

AA'ages  earned  in  transporting  above  limestone 06 

AV  ages  earned  in  transi>orting  above  anthracite 45 

AA'ages  earned  in  transi>orting  above  coke 22 

AAhiges  earned  by  furnace  hands  in  making  one  ton  pig  iron... 2.75 

Total  Avages  earned  in  making  one  gross  ton  pig  iron $11.54 

2.  MUCK  BAK. 


It  requires  EYo  tons  of  }>ig  iron  to  make  one  gross  ton  of  muck 

bar.  If  there  are  $11.54  labor  earnings  in  one  ton  of  pig  iron,  in 
tons  of  pig  iron,  or  one  ton  of  muck  bar,  there  are  $13.04.  The  Avhole 
labor  earnings  in  one  gross  ton  of  muck  bar  are  as  folloAVs; 


AA'ages  earned  in  making  1 tons  pig  iron $13.04 

AA'ages  earned  in  mining  coal  used  in  jmddling  one  ton  muck  bar,  1.71 

AA'ages  earned  in  mining  ore  used  in  fettling  one  ton  of  muck  ]>ar,  .90 

AA'ages  earned  in  transi>orting  the  above  coal .50 
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AVages  eariicnl  in  transporting  the  above  ore 

A\  ages  earned  l>y  mill  hands  in  making  one  ton  of  muck  bar 

Total  wages  (‘arned  in  making  one  gross  ton  muck  bar 


.20 

7.44 

§23.So 


o 

o. 


FINISHED  BAK. 

It  requires  gross  tons  of  muck  bar  to  make  one  gross  ton  of  lin- 
ished  bar,  ready  for  the  market.  If  there  are  J^2:l.45  laljor  earnings  in 
one  ton  of  muck  bar,  in  tons  of  muck  bar,  or  one  ton  of  finished 
bar,  there  are  828.62.  The  whole  labor  earnings  in  one  gross  ton  of  fin- 
ished bar  are  as  follows  : 


Wages  earned  in  making  tons  muck  bar 828.62 

Wages  earned  in  mining  coal  used  in  heating  one  ton  finished 

bar 89 

Wages  earned  in  mining  sand  use<l  to  one  ton  of  finished  bar 20 

Wages  earned  in  transporting  above  coal 25 

Wages  earned  by  mill  hands  in  making  one  ton  finished  bar 6.61 

Total  wages  earned  in  making  one  gross  ton  of  finished  bar  iron,  $6().27 

4.  SUMMARY. 

The  three  preceding  statements  represent  the  suc*cessive  steps  in  the 
transformation  of  iron  ore,  liim^stone,  and  fuel  into  bar  iron.  The  fol- 
lowing statement  summarizes  the  whole  operation,  giving  the  (juantities 
of  raw  materials  used  in  making  a ton  of  bar  iron  and  the  total  earnings 


of  the  labor  emj>loyetl. 

Wages  earned  in  preparing  3fVd  gross  tons  iron  ore 88.10 

Wages  earned  in  preparing  gross  ton  limestone 45 

Wages  earned  in  preparing  4^0^-,-  gross  tons  coal  and  <‘oke 5.64 

Wages  earned  in  preparing  gross  ton  saml 20 

Wages  earned  in  transporting  above  materials 2.91 

Wages  earned  at  blast  furnace  and  in  mill 18.97 


Total  M'ages  earned  in  making  one  gross  ton  of  finished  bar  iron,  866.27 

The  total  cost  of  making  a ton  of  bar  iron  embraces,  a number 
of  other  elements,  including  the  cost  of  materials  additional  to  their 
labor  cost,  freight  charges  above  Avages  earned  in  transportation,  in- 
surance, taxes,  commissions,  interest,  office  expenses,  etc.  This  total 
cost  in  the  early  part  of  1882  was  not  given  by  Mr.  Griffeu,  but  it 
was  about  $50,  Avhich  would  make  the  labor  cost  of  a ton  of  bar  iron 
at  the  period  mentioned  72  per  cent,  of  the  total  cost.  Substantially 
the  same  proportion  of  labor  cost  to  total  cost  in  the  manufacture  of 
bar  iron  undoubtedly  exists  in  our  rolling  mills  lo-day.  The  work- 
ingman, therefore,  has  the  largest  stake  in  the  duty  on  bar  iron. 
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It  is  ])rop(‘r  to  explain  that  tlie  low  labor  cost  (?11.54)  of  pro- 
ducing a ton  of  pig  iron  bv  the  Pluenix  Iron  Company  in  1882  was 
duo  to  the  fact  that  the  company  drew  its  supply  of  iron  ore  mainly 
from  its  own  ore  mines,  which  were  near  at  hand,  and  also  to  the 
fact  that  its  supply  of  coal  was  mainly  drawn  from  near-by  sources, 
the  wages  j)aid  for  the  transportation  of  these  products  l)cing  there- 
fore exceptionally  small. 

The  tigures  which  have  just  been  given  have  been  used  solely 
to  show  the  relation  of  the  labor  cost  to  the  total  cost  of  a ton  of 
bar  iron.  But  they  have  another  significance.  The  j)rcsent  excep- 
tionally low  price  of  American  bar  iron  of  best  quality  is  alvmt 
839  per  ton ; the  present  price  of  best  Welsh  bar  iron  at  ship})ing 
ports  is  £5,  or  about  825  ; Belgian  bar  iron  can  be  bought  at 
even  lower  prices;  the  duty  is  817.92.  A slight  advance  in  the 
price  at  home  if  accompanied  by  a slight  reduction  of  the  duty 
would  bring  foreign  bar  iron  into  our  markets  in  large  quantities. 

We  need  not  multiply  these  illustrations.  What  has  been 
shown  of  the  labor  cost  of  j)ig  iron  and  bar  iron  might  be  shown 
substantially  of  all  other  iron  and  steel  products.  Labor  consti- 
tutes the  principal  element  in  the  cost  of  these  products.  Wages 
are  higher,  very  much  higher,  in  this  country  than  in  competing 
European  countries,  and  hence  not  a tariff  for  revenue  but  a tariff 
for  protection  is  needed  to  enable  our  manufacturers  to  })ay  these 
higher  wages.  We  regard  it  as  wholly  unnecessary  to  present  sta- 
tistics showing  the  difference  between  the  wages  paid  in  this  country 
and  in  European  countries.  That  the  gulf  between  the  labor  sys- 
tems of  this  country  and  Europe  is  very  wide  re(piires  no  demon- 
stration at  this  late  day.  If  our  j)reseut  protective  tariff  should  be 
reduced  one  of  two  possible  results  would  certainly  happen : either 
the  wages  of  American  workingmen  would  also  have  to  be  reduced, 
or  our  markets  would  become  the  prey  of  foreign  manufacturers. 
This  proposition  is  so  self-evident  that  we  wonder  that  any  advocate 
t)f  lower  duties  should  affect  to  ignore  it. 

We  respectfully  submit,  however,  that  the  cost  of  production  is 
not  the  only  subject  that  deserves  consideration  in  the  framing  of 
a tariff  law.  Our  mauufacturei-s  should  be  protected  against  the 
possible  unloading  on  our  markets,  at  :i  loss,  of  the  surplus  prod- 
ucts of  other  countries  which  can  not  be  sold  at  a proft.  They 
should  be  protected  against  the  low  ocean  freights  on  European 
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comiiiodities  ^vhich  usually  prevail,  anti  which  are  always  much 
lower  than  our  own  railroad  freights,  low  as  the  latter  now  are. 
The  difference  in  the  cost  of  transporting  manufactured  products 
by  railroad  from  our  own  manufacturing  cenlres  to  points  of  dis- 
tribution or  consumption  on  or  near  tlie  sea-coast,  or  in  the  Gulf 
States,  and  the  cost  of  transporting  the  same  articles  by  water 
from  Euro])C  to  the  same  markets  is  invariably  in  favor  of  the 
foreign  manufacturer.  Then,  again,  our  manufacturers  are  re- 
quired to  pay  higher  rates  of  interest  than  tlieir  European  com- 
petitors for  the  money  that  they  may  find  it  necessary  to  bori’ow 
in  the  ordinarv  conduct  of  their  business  or  to  carrv  them  through 
periods  of  depression.  They  require  higher  ]»rofits,  too,  than  the 
})eople  of  Eiiro])ean  countries.  Owing  to  our  Iiiglier  wages  and 
the  higher  cost  of  all  our  building  materials  much  more  capital 
is  needed  to  establish  a manufacturing  enterprise  in  this  country 
than  in  Europe.  It  may  safely  be  assumed,  for  instance,  that  a 
blast  furnace  of  given  capacity  which  would  cost  §100,000  in  Eu- 
rope would  cost  §200,000  in  our  own  country.  To  yield  the  same 
interest  on  the  capital  invested  it  will  readily  be  seen  tliat,  if  the 
two  furnaces  produce  precisely  the  same  quantity  of  pig  iron  an- 
nually, a profit  of  SI  per  ton  in  Europe  would  call  for  a larger 
profit  in  this  country.  Nor  should  it  be  forgotten  that  the  profits 
of  manufacturing  in  this  country  are  nearly  always  invested  in  new 
manufacturing  enterprises,  which  employ  additional  labor. 

Still  another  subject  deserving  of  serious  consideration  in  the 
framing  of  a tariff*  law  is  the  depreciation  in  the  value  of  the 
plants  of  manufacturing  establishments.  Improvements  in  pro- 
cesses are  constantly  taking  place,  many  of  which  require  the 
complete  substitution  of  new  machinery  for  old  ; even  improved 
machinery  wears  out  and  must  be  replaced.  The  capital  that  is 
invested  in  a plant  that  must  be  in  large  part  renewed  or  give 
wav  wholly  to  a more  modern  process  of  manufacture  would  be 
lost  if  provision  were  not  made  in  a surplus  fund  for  this  class 
of  contingencies,  which  fund  must  be  suppli<;d  from  profits  that 
are  independent  of  all  considerations  of  cost  of  production.  If 
our  manufacturei'S  are  to  keep  abreast  of  the  times,  and  particu- 
larly if  they  are  to  be  prepared  to  order  new  machinery  when  the 
old  wears  out,  they  must  realize  profits  that  will  allow  for  the  de- 
preciation in  their  plants;  otherwise  their  enterprises  perish. 
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THE  FRUITS  OF  PROTECTION. 

The  statesmen  of  this  countrv  can  not  afford  to  misunderstand 
the  elcincntt?  of‘  our  luitional  prosperity.  Chief  among  these  is  <>ur 
protective  policy.  Protection  has  done  a great  work  for  the  peojile 
of  this  country  during  the  })ast  twenty-five  years,  and  we  are  glad 
to  be  able  to  say  that  this  fact  i.s  now  generally  recognized  and 
appreciated,  even  by  our  industrial  rivals  in  other  countries.  It 
is  admitted  by  all  except  mere  theorists  that  protection  aids  in  the 
develo})ment  of  all  the  re.sources  of  the  country  ; that  it  stimu- 
lates the  investment  of  capital;  that  it  gives  steady  employment 
to  our  own  people;  that  it  cheapens  the  cost  of  manufactured 
products  while  enhancing  the  wages  of  labor;  that  it  cheapens  the 
cost  of  transportation;  that  it  furnishes  a home  market,  and  there- 
fore a sure  market,  for  much  the  larger  ]iart  of  our  agricultural 
products;  and,  finally,  that  it  keeps  at  lumie  and  in  circulation 
laro-e  sums  of  monev  that  would  otherwise  be  sent  abroad.  This 
is  what  i)rotection  for  the  sake  of  protection  does  for  us  directly  ; 
incidentally  it  furnishes  revenue  to  the  Government  through  the 
duties  collected  on  foreign  commodities.  A tariff  for  revenue  only 
might  furnish  the  same  amount  of  revenue,  hut  it  would  not  insure 
steadv  emplovment  to  the  people  nor  produce  any  of  the  other 
benefits  which  protection  brings.  The  tariffs  of  184G  and  1857 
were  purely  revenue  tariffs.  While  they  were  in  operation  no  d(»- 
mestic  industry  prospered  as  it  has  since  pros})ered  under  our  ju-o- 
tective  policy.  But  for  the  Irish  famine,  the  discovery  of  gold  in 
California,  and  the  Crimean  war  the  fifteen  years  during  which 
these  taritls  were  in  operation  would  have  been  years  of  much 
oreater  industrial  distress  in  our  countrv  than  thev  were.  That 
period  in  our  history  ended  with  the  inability  of  the  Government 
to  pay  its  ordinary  expenses ; it  was  forced  to  become  a borrower 
at  usurious  rates  of  interest.  The  country  was  then  at  ])eace. 
Under  the  Morrill  protective  tariff  and  its  various  sup})lements 
down  to  the  present  time  the  country’s  industrial  life  has  not  only 
been  remarkably  quickened,  but  the  Government  revenue  fnun  du- 
ties on  imports  has  greatly  increased.  Never  since  the  world  began 
have  the  industries  of  any  country  been  so  wonderfully  develojied 
in  a brief  time  as  the  industries  of  this  country  have  been  during 
the  quarter  of  a century  which  has  elapsed  since  the  passage  of 
the  Morrill  tariff'  in  1861. 
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Nevertheless  the  assertion  is  sometimes  made  that  a protective 
tariti  is  a tax  on  consumers  because  it  increases  the  cost  of  arti- 
cles the  manufacture  of  which  is  protected  a;^ainst  injurious  for- 
eign competition.  Those  who  make  this  assertion  ignore  the  bene- 
fits of  protection  to  which  we  have  alluded,  and  they  ignore  also 
the  price  lists  and  market  (juotations  in  recent  years,  when  the 
inflation  of  values  caused  by  tlie  expansion  oi*  the  currency  as  an 
incident  of  our  civil  war  had  passed  awav.  The  following  table 
will  show  that  instead  of  being  a tax  on  consumers, 

has  cheapened  the  j)rice  to  them  of  leading  manufactured  articles 
ol  iron  and  steel  since  the  break  in  1873  of  the  inflated  prices 
which  the  financial  legislation  of  the  war  period  had  created.  The 
prices  we  give  emlwace  the  revenue  tariff  pei-iod  already  alluded 
to  and  the  protective  tariff  period  which  was  ushered  in  by  the 
Morrill  tariff  of  1861.  These  prices  are  yearly'  averages  for  No.  1 
anthracite  foundry  j)ig  iron,  best  refined  bar  iron,  and  iron  rails, 
all  ])er  gross  ton,  at  Philadelphia ; nails,  per  keg,  wholesale,  at  Phil- 
atlelphia;  and  steel  rails,  per  gro.ss  ton,  at  Penn.sylvania  mills. 


RKVEXUK  IMilCES. 

Years. 

Tig 

liar 

Iron 

Cut 

iron. 

iron. 

rails. 

nails. 

1S4() 

827; 

891.00 

80.04 

1847 

30] 

869 

84.40 

1848 

2(U 

79.83 

621 

4.30 

1849 

DO  3 

07.50 

Ool 

4.00 

1850 

20' 

59.54 

47^ 

3.05 

1851 

21i 

54.00 

45 1 

3.3)0 

1852 

D-).> 

58.79 

48  i 

3.08 

1853 

36J 

83.50 

77] 

4.50 

1854 

36i 

91.33 

801 

4.00 

1855 

■^ri 

74.58 

62' 

4.10 

1S5G 

73.  i 5 

m 

3.94 

1857 

-’»8 

71.04 

641 

3.72 

1858 

DO  T 

O*'  3 
—->8 

02.29 

50 

49J 

3.50 

3.90 

1859 

60.00 

I860 

003 

— 4 

58.75 

48 

3.13 

Average.. 

261 

71.52 

58J 

3.87 

PKOIECTIVE  PRICES. 


Years. 

Fig 

Ear 

steel 

Cut 

ir-  m. 

iron. 

rails. 

nails. 

1874 

^30] 

807.95 

894] 

83.99 

1875 

251 

00.85 

68 1 

3.42 

1870 

0)1 

--■4 

52.08 

591 

2.98 

1877 

45.55 

45  i 

2.57 

1878 

44.24 

42} 

2.31 

1879 

2U 

51.85 

48} 

2.69 

1880 

28  i 

(>0.38 

07  o 

3.68 

1881 

251 

58.05 

61 J 

3.09 

1882 

25:1 

01.41 

48^ 

3.47 

1883 

*--8 

50.30 

3.06 

1884 

44.05 

30| 

2.39 

1885  (9  mos.) 

l^F 

39.37 

27.] 

o 

Average. 

23 

53.00 

52| 

2.99 

These  figures  show  that  ])ig  iron,  bar  iron,  and  nails  have  been 
cheaper  under  protection  than  under  a revenue  policy,  and  that 
steel  rails  have  been  sold  under  protection  at  much  cheaper  prices 
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tlian  iron  rails  were  sold  under  a revenue  tariff.  Yet  we  do  not 
contend  for  cheapness  as  the  most  desirable  result  of  the  protect- 
ive })olicy.  Steady  employment  of  the  peojile,  good  wages,  gen- 
eral }»ros})crity,  ami  the  ability  to  consume  the  products  of  indus- 
trv  are  of  far  more  importance. 

The  charge  has  also  been  made  that  protection  is  esjiecially  a 
tax  upon  the  farmers  because  by  increasing  the  cost  of  railroad  ma- 
terials it  increases  the  cost  of  transporting  agricultural  products 
to  market.  That  this  charge  is  also  made  without  reference  to 
the  facts  is  shown  in  the  prices  of  steel  rails  already  given  and 
by  the  following  talile  of  average  freight  charges  per  bushel  for 
the  transportation  of  wheat,  a representative  jiroduct,  from  Chicago 
to  New  York  from  1868  to  1884.  This  table  was  compiled  by  the 
Hon.  Joseph  Nimmo,  Jr.,  late  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Statistics. 


By  lake  By  lake 

By 

By  lake  By  lake  By 

Years. 

and 

ami 

all- 

Years. 

and 

and  all- 

canal. 

rail. 

rail. 

canal. 

rail.  rail. 

Cents. 

Cents.  1 

Cents. 

Cents. 

Caits.  Cents. 

1808 

24.54 

29.0 

42.0 

1877 

11.24 

15.8  20.3 

1S09 

. ...  ‘^3  r’ 

25.0 

35.1 

1878 

9.15 

11.4  17.7 

1870 

17.10 

22.0 

oo  o 
»)0.0 

1879 

11. (>0 

13.3  17.3 

1871 

20.24 

25.0 

31.0 

1880 

12.27 

15.7  19.7 

1872 

24.50 

28.0 

33.5 

1881 

8.19 

10.4  14,4 

1873 

19 19 

20.9 

33.2 

1882 

7.89 

10.9  14.0 

1874 

14.10 

10.9 

28.7 

1883 

8.40 

11.5  10.5 

1875 

11.43 

14.0 

24.1 

1884,  Jan.  to  Sept.,  0.00 

9.75  13.0 

1870 

9.58 

11.8 

10.5 

1 Quotations  ai 

;‘e  wanting  for  1885. 

It  is  shown  by  this  table  that  since  1868,  when  the  statistics 
commence,  the  freight  on  wheat  from  Chicago  to  New  York  has 
steadily  and  rapidly  declined.  The  railroad  companies  have 
lareelv  been  enabled  to  reduce  their  rates  of  freight  because  jiro- 
tection,  bv  encouraging  domestic  competition  in  tlie  manufacture 
of  steel  rails,  and  in  the  manufacture  of  iron  and  other  articles 
entering  into  the  construction  of  cars  and  locomotives,  has  cheap- 
ened the  cost  of  building  and  equipping  railroads ; and  because 
the  use  of  cheap  steel  rails,  which  protection  alone  had  made  pos- 
sible, has  largely  increased  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  railroads 
without  correspondingly  adding  to  their  operating  expenses.  The 
competition  of  the  railroads  com]>elled  a reduction  of  freight  rates 
by  lake  and  canal.  Protection,  therefore,  has  not  hindered  but  has 
greatly  helped  the  farmers  to  send  their  products  to  market. 
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SHALL  THE  TARIFF  OF  188o  BE  REVISED? 

We  DOW  come  to  consider  the  practical  (question  involved  in  tlie 
suggestion  from  unofficial  sources  that  the  j)i’esent  tariff  requires 
general  revision.  If  our  protective  policy  has  been  productive  of 
only  beneficial  results  to  all  the  people  of  our  country,  and  if  these 
results  are  generally  concede<l,  why  should  any  reduction  of  duties 
be  proposed  in  any  quarter?  First,  because  it  is  alleged  that  many 
duties  in  the  present  tariff  are  excessive  and  therefore  burdensome; 
and,  second,  because  it  is  alleged  that  the  tariff*  as  a whole  is  j)ro- 
ductive  of  too  much  rev^enue,  and  that  the  surplus  revenue  should 
be  reduced  in  the  interest  of  good  government,  as  well  as  to  relieve 
the  people  of  unnecessary  taxation.  These  reasons  for  precipitating 
another  tariff  agitation  upon  the  country  will  be  briefly  examined. 

We  know  of  few  duties  in  our  present  tariff*  that  are  higher  than 
are  needed  for  the  protection  of  domestic  industries,  while,  as  we 
have  shown,  there  are  several  rates  of  duty  in  the  metal  schedule 
that  are  wholly  inadequate  for  the  protection  of  our  iron  and  steel 
industries  and  for  the  j)rotection  of  the  (jroverument  revenue.  It  is 
noticeable  and  sii»;niffcant  that  such  demand  as  now  exists  for  an- 
other  revision  of  the  tariff  comes  mainly  from  those  who  desire  a 
still  further  reduction  of  duties  than  was  accomplished  in  1883,  and 
who  express  no  anxiety  whatever  concerning  an  increase  of  duties 
which  would  tend  to  restrict  the  importation  of  foreign  goods. 

No  existing  duty  which  has  built  up  a usellil  American  indus- 
try is  too  high.  If  a pi’otective  duty  has  enlisted  caj)ital,  employ- 
ed labor,  promoted  competition,  I'educed  prices,  contributed  to  our 
industrial  independence,  and  restricted  the  drain  of  the  precious 
metals  to  Europe  to  pay  for  the  ])roducts  of  foreign  capital  and  la- 
bor it  should  not  be  repealed  or  reduced  the  moment  it  luis  accom- 
plished these  beneficent  results.  So  long  as  it  remains  on  the  stat- 
ute-book it  can  harm  no  American  interest;  the  competition  which 
it  has  created  will  guard  consumers  against  unreasonable  prices  ; 
but  repeal  or  reduce  it  and  the  industry  which  it  has  established  is 
at  once  placed  in  jeopardy,  the  capital  iuvestetl  in  it  loses  its  sense 
of  security,  activity  is  succeeded  by  lethargy,  and  consumei*s  are 
soon  confronted  with  advancing  prices  the  benefit  of  which  the 
foreigner  receives.  Our  experience  under  the  compromise  tariff  of 
1833  and  the  revenue  tariffs  of  1846  and  1857  proves  the  correct- 
ness of  these  statements.  The  compromise  tariff  of  1833,  wliich  suc- 
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ceeded  the  pnjtective  tariffs  of  1824  and  1828,  kept  all  tlie  indus- 
tries of  the  country  in  a dying  comlition  for  many  years  l>efore 
its  repeal;  the  tariffs  of  1846  and  1857  conspicuously  retarded  the 
development  of  our  iron  industry.  In  a few  yeai's  after  the  pas- 
sage of  the  tariff  of  1846  our  iron-rail  industry,  whicli  had  l)een  lit- 
erally brought  into  existence  by  tlie  protective  tariff*  of  1842,  was 
dead.  The  withdrawal  of  protection  after  it  has  once  lieen  grant- 
ed has  frequently  injured  the  industries  of  this  country  fully  as 
much  as  the  failure  to  grant  it  when  needed. 

Why  should  a duty  which  has  rendered  the  country  a r(*al  service 
be  repealed  or  reduced  unless  it  is  intended  that  the  foreign  manu- 
facturer shall  therebv  secure  more  readv  access  to  our  markets  ? If 

♦ •• 

experience  shows  that  it  has  harmed  no  pei*son  Init  this  foreign  man- 
ufacturer why  should  any  loyal  American  agree  to  surrender  one 
hair’s  breadth  of  its  patriotic  provisions?  If  the  duty  on  pig  iron, 
for  instance,  has  secured  a home  su]i])ly  of  every  quality  needed, 
and  at  lower  prices  than  were  ever  known  under  a revenue  tariff, 
why  should  the  duty  now  be  reduced  when  one  of  the  certain  effects 
would  be  to  stop  many  American  furnaces?  If  the  duty  on  steel 
rails  has  reduced  their  price  to  the  ownei's  of  American  railroads 
below  the  lowest  price  tliey  ever  paid  for  inferior  iron  rails,  why 
should  it  now  be  reduced  when  the  only  effect  would  be  to  enable 
the  foreiirn  manufacturer  of  steel  rails  to  re-enter  the  American 
market  from  which  our  low  prices  have  l)ut  recently  driven  him? 
What  obligation  rests  on  the  people  or  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  foster  the  manufactures  of  other  countries  and  neglect 

V 

their  own  ? 

But  we  are  told  that  present  duties  yield  too  nnich  revenue,  and 
that  they  should  be  reduced  twenty  per  cent,  or  more  for  this  reason 
alone  if  for  no  other.  Adopt  the  policy  of  a sweeping  reduction  for 
the  reason  stated  and  there  would  follow  a certain  increase  of  im- 
portations, with  the  possible  absurd  conserjuence  of  an  increase,  in- 
stead of  a decrease,  of  revenue.  Low  duties  would  encourage  im- 
portations for  a time,  until  our  people,  through  lack  of  profitable 
employment,  would  be  unable  to  buy  the  products  of  either  foreign 
or  domestic  industrv.  Then  the  revenue  would  surely  decline,  :\s  it 
did  under  the  revenue  tariff  of  1857.  We  can  in  this  way  reach  a 
reduction  of  the  revenue  through  the  impoverishment  of  the  peo]>le. 
This  can  not  be  what  the  advocates  of  another  revision  of  the  tariff 
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desire.  A more  humane  and  j)atriotic  way  to  reduce  the  revenue 
would  be  to  increase  the  duties  and  thus  check  importations. 

Those  who  have  the  most  to  say  about  our  surplus  revenue  have 
apparently  failed  to  notice  the  fact  that  the  receipts  of  the  Govern- 


ment from  both  customs  duties  and  internal  taxes  have  ji:reatly  de- 
clined within  the  last  two  years.  AVe  have  not  before  us  all  the  sta- 
tistics that  we  would  be  glad  to  present  in  this  connection,  but  we 
give  the  following  statement  of  the  recei[)ts  ami  expenditures  of  the 

Treasurv  for  the  two  hscal  years  which  emled  on  the  30th  of  June 

• ^ 


last. 


Receiptjs. 

Customs 

Internal  revenue 

]SS5. 

$181,471,339 

112  498  725 

1881. 

$195,067,490 

121,586,073 

31,866,308 

Aliscellaneous 

‘^9  720  042 

Totals 

$323,(i9(),70t! 

$348,519,871 

Expenditures. 

Ordinary 

1SS5. 

815‘^  738  4P^ 

rss4. 

$134,118,638 

54,429,228 

55,578,378 

Pensions 

Interest 

56,102,267 

51,386,256 

Totals 

$260,226,935 

$244,126,244 

This  statement  shows  that  the  receipts  declined  824,829,165  in 
the  last  year,  while  the  ex])enditures  increased  $16,100,691  in  the 
same  year,  making  a total  loss  to  the  Treasur}  of  nearly  $41,000,- 
000  in  the  last  year  as  compared  with  its  jtredecessor.  In  the 
first  of  the  two  fiscal  years  mentioned  the  surplus  of  receipts  over 
expenditures  was  $104,393,627,  but  in  the  last  year  it  was  only 
$63,463,771.  That  the  receipts  will  be  still  less  in  the  present  fiscal 
year,  Avhich  commenced  on  the  1st  of  July  last,  than  in  the  preced- 
ing fiscal  year  is  rendered  certain  by  the  decline  which  has  already 
taken  place ; and  that  the  surplus  revenue  will  also  be  less  is  equally 
certain.  It  would  seem  that  there  is  not  likely  to  be  very  much 
surplus  to  worry  about  in  the  near  future. 

But,  even  if  there  should  appear  to  be  a reasonable  prospect  that 
the  present  tarifi*  and  the  present  internal  revenue  laws  will  yield 
a surplus  revenue  of  sevei’al  millions  from  year  to  year  if  tliey  are 
not  amended,  is  there  no  better  way  of  reducijig  this  surplus  than 
by  making  a present  of  it  to  foreign  manufacturers  by  a reduction  of 
duties?  Could  not  our  own  people  be  more  wisely  and  patriotically 
relieved  of  that  portion  of  the  internal  taxes  wdiich  is  derived  from 
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tobacco,  and  in  this  way  relieve  the  Treasury  of  its  surjdus  revenue? 
But,  better  still,  why  not  use  the  surjdus  in  improving  our  sea*c(tast 
defenses,  in  building  the  navy  that  is  so  sorely  needed,  in  making 
guns  and  armor-])late  that  will  be  in  accord  with  the  military  ]>rog- 
ress  of  the  times,  and  in  extending  Government  aid  in  the  estal>lish- 
ment  of  steamship  lines  which  would  carry  the  United  States  mail 
to  foreign  countries  and  carry  the  products  of  American  industry  to 
foreign  markets  from  which  we  are  now  del)arred  by  the  more  vig- 
orous policy  of  foreign  governments?  To  give  our  surplus  revenue 
to  foreigneis  under  any  circumstances,  but  especially  when  there  is 
so  much  to  be  done  to  strengthen  our  defenses  against  possible  for- 
eign enemies,  and  to  increase  our  commerce  with  foreign  countries, 
is  madness. 

CONCLUSIOX. 

AVe  have  thus,  Mr.  Secretary,  fmnkly  expressed  our  views  on  all 
the  sul)jects  referred  to  in  your  circular  letter.  AVe  have  also  freely 
expressed  our  opinion  concerning  the  (piestion  of  a revision  of  the 
tariff  whicli  is  likely  to  come  before  Congress.  AA^^e  have  considered 
these  subjects  as  business  men  who  have  to  deal  with  facts  and  not 
with  theories.  AA"e  do  not  a])}>rove  of  the  unofficial  suggestion 
that  there  should  be  a general  revision  of  the  tariff.  Our  present 
tariff  is  a new  tariff',  less  than  three  years  old,  and  we  know  of  no 
good  reason  why  it  should  be  revised,  as  is  proposed,  from  beginning 
to  end.  That  some  of  its  ])rovisions  are  injurious  to  our  own  people, 
and  should  be  corrected  so  as  to  secure  needed  protection,  we  have 
pointed  out,  but  so  great  is  the  danger  to  be  apprehended  fn)m  a 
general  revision  that  we  nevertheless  strongly  object  to  this  re- 
vision being  undertaken  at  this  time.  AA^^e  do  not  lack  faith  in  the 
intelligence  or  the  patriotism  of  Congress,  but  we  know  from  sore 
experience  hoAV  impossible  it  is  for  Congress,  with  many  important 
questions  pressing  for  its  consideration,  to  give  to  the  details  of  a 
tariff'  bill  the  time  and  attention  that  are  absolutely  necessary  if 
great  interests  are  not  to  be  overlooked  and  great  errors  committed. 
AA'^e  especially  deprecate  a reopening  of  the  tariff  question  at  the 
present  time,  when  the  industries  of  the  country  are  beginning  to 
revive  from  a protracted  period  of  depression,  brought  about  by 
world-wide  causes  and  common  to  all  manufacturing  countries. 
Agitation  of  the  tariff*  question  when  accompanied  by  the  threat  of 
a reduction  of  duties  is  always  a cause  of  business  disturbance,  but 
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it  is  particularly  so  at  a tiuie  like  this  when  employers  and  their 
workmen  have  just  piissed  tlirough  a most  trying  ordeal,  and  are 
beginning  to  see  the  substantial  evidences  of  that  improvement 
wliich  they  have  long  hoj>ed  for.  To  be  confr<)iited  with  the  ghost 
of  tariff  revision  and  reduction  at  such  a time  is  of  itself  a most 
unwelcome  experience,  but  if  for  that  ghost  there  shall  be  substi- 
tuted the  bones  and  flesh  of  a tariff  bill  proposing  a general  revis- 
ion and  reduction  of  duties  we  hazard  nothing  in  predicting  that 
the  effect  on  the  business  of'  the  country  Avill  be  simply  disastrous. 
We  pray,  therefore,  ]\Ir.  Secretary,  in  behalf  of  the  great  interests 
we  represent,  that  such  recommendations  as  you  may  make  con- 
cerning the  tariff  will  be  practically  limited  to  suggestions  intend- 
ed to  secure  such  additional  legislation  as  will  make  possible  a more 
thorough  enforcement  of  its  existing  provisions.  In  any  sugges- 
tions of  this  character  which  vou  mav  make  vou  will  certuinlv  have 
our  hearty  symj^athy. 

A\^e  are,  Sir,  Very  Respeetfully,  Your  Obedient  Servants, 

B.  F.  Jones,  President. 

Joseph  Wharton,  > 

Samuel  i\[.  Felton,  [■  Vice-Presidents. 

AViLLIAM  AlETCALPy  J 

James  AI.  Swank,  General  Manager. 
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J.  B.  AIoorheau, 
Frederick  J.  Slade, 

E.  Y.  Townsend, 

David  Beeves, 

Andrew  Wheeler, 

AV.  E.  C.  CoxE, 

Paris  Haldeman, 
Percival  Roberts, 
George  AV.  Cope,  Secretarg. 


I Members  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Committee. 


INDORSEMENT  OF  THE  LETTER. 


ACTION  OF  IKON  AND  STEEL  MANUFACTURERS  AND  IRON 

ORE  RRODUCERS. 

We  approve  of  the  Letter  of  the  Ainerkan  Iron  and  Steel  A^^socmtlon  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Tna}<urip  dated  Xovemher  10^  1S85, 


ALABAM  A. 


Alice  Furnace  Company,  Rirniingluun. 

Ga<lsden  Iron  Company,  Gadsden,  FTowali  county. 
Noble  Brothers  Co.,  Anniston,  Calhoun  county. 
Tecuinseh  Iron  Company,  Tecumseh,  Cherokee  county. 


CAUFOUNIA. 


Judson  Manufacturing  Conii>any,  Oakland 


COLORADO. 


(^dorado  Coal  and  Iron  Comi>any,  South  I'ueblo,  Riieblo  county 


C'OXNKCTICUT. 


Kent  Iron  Company,  Kent  Furnace,  Litcliliehl  county. 
Mitchell  Brothers,  Norwich, 

Thames  Iron  AVorks,  Norwich. 

AVindsor  Locks  Steel  Com])any,  Rn’idgeport. 


DELAWA  RE. 

Diamond  State  Iron  Company,  AVilmington. 

J.  R.  Bringhurst,  Marshallton,  New  Castle  county. 

Lobdell  Carwheel  Company,  AVilmington. 

Alarshall  Iron  Company,  Newport. 

Seidel  and  Hastings  Company,  AATlmington. 

GEORGIA. 

Cherokee  Iron  Company,  Cedartown. 

AValker  Iron  and  Coal  Company,  Rising  Fawn,  Dade  county 

ILLINOIS. 

Calumet  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  Chicago. 

Ilaxtun  Steam  Heater  Company,  Kewanee,  Henry  county. 
Joliet  Steel  Company,  Joliet,  by  A.  J.  Leith,  President. 
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Pine  Lake  Iron  Company,  Cliieaj^m. 

Pullman  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  Pullman. 
Springfield  Iron  Company,  S])ringfield. 

Union  Steel  Company,  C'liieago. 
estern  Nail  Company,  Belleville,  St.  Clair  countv. 


La  layette  Car  A\  orks,  La  Fayette,  by  B.  F.  Masten,  President, 
Ohio  Falls  Iron  "Works,  Xew  Albany. 

Terre  Haute  Iron  ami  Nail  Works,  Terre  Haute. 

A\  abiisli  Iron  Company,  Terre  I [ante. 


IOWA. 

Burlington  Rolling  Mill  Company,  Burlington. 


KENTUCKY. 

Ashland  Coal  and  Iron  Railway  C’ompany,  Ashland. 

Lastern  Kentucky  Railway  Company,  Greenup,  Greenup  countv. 

L.  ^1.  lAiyton,  Anchor  Iron  and  Steel  Works,  Xewp<'rt,  Campliell  countv. 
^litchell,  Tranter  Sc  Co.,  Covington. 

Xorton  Iron  Works,  Ashlaml. 

MAUYLANI). 

Abbott  Iron  Conij>any,  Baltimore. 

Charles  F.  Coffin,  Muirkirk,  Prince  George’s  county. 

D.  ]\L  Reese  & Sons,  Baltimore. 

George  P.  AVhitaker  (’ompany,  Princiiao,  Cecil  county. 

H.  A\  m.  Ellicott  A:  Son,  Baltimore. 

McC  ullough  Iron  Company,  Xortheast,  Klkton,  and  Rowlandville,  Cecil 
county. 

Stickney  Iron  Comjniny,  Baltimore. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Bay  State  Iron  Company,  Boston. 

Fall  River  Iron  Works  Comj)any,  Fall  River. 

Gilmore  A;  Eustis,  Cambridgeport. 

Gosnold  Mills,  Xew  Be<lford. 

Robinson  Iron  Company,  Plymouth. 

Richmond  Iron  Works,  Richmond  Furnace,  Berkshire  county. 
Wm.  E.  Coffin  tk  Co.,  Boston. 

\Vashburn  and  Moen  3Ianufacturing  Comi)any,  AVorcester. 

MICHIGAN. 

Bradley,  Graves  Sc  Co.  Limited,  Bangor,  Van  Buren  i;*ountv. 
Chamj)iun  Iron  Company,  Champion,  Alanpiette  county. 
Cleveland  Iron  Mining  Company,  Ishpeming. 

Deer  Lake  Com}>any,  Ishpeming,  Alanpiette  county. 

Iron  Star  Furnace  Company,  Detroit. 
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Iron  Star  Mining  Company,  Detroit. 

Jackson  Iron  Com]»any,  Fayette,  Delta  county,  by  Fayette  P>rown.  (ien- 
eral  Agent, 

J.  M.  Longyear,  Manpiette,  ^larqiiette  county. 

Leland  Iron  Comjtany,  Detroit. 

Alartel  Furnace  Company,  St.  Ignace. 

Penn  Iron  Mining  Conq-any,  ATilcaii. 

Peninsular  Iron  Com]>any,  Detroit. 

Rei>ul)lic  Iron  Comjiany,  Rejmblic,  Alarquette  county. 

Sju'ing  Lake  Iron  Comjfany,  Fruitport,  Muskegon  county. 

Vulcan  Furnace  Company,  Xewlterry,  Chi}>pewa  county. 

MINNPZSOTA. 

Minnesota  Iron  Company,  St.  Paul,  by  George  C.  Stone,  General  Man- 
ager. 

MISSOUKI. 

Chouteau,  Harrison  and  Valle  Iron  ('ompany,  St.  Louis. 

Helmbacher  Forge  and  Rolling  Alills  Com]»any,  St.  Louis. 

Midland  Blast  Furnace  Com]uiny,  Midland,  t'rawford  county. 

Alissouri  Iron  Company,  St.  Louis. 

Sligo  Furnace  Comjtany,  St.  I.ouis, 

Tudor  Iron  AVorks,  St.  Louis. 

NEW  .lEIiSEV. 

American  Sheet  Iron  Coni]»any,  Phillipsburg. 

Andover  Iron  Coni])any,  Phillijisburg,  liy  F.  A.  Ibnily,  Treasurer. 
Benjamin  Atha  ik  Co.,  Xewark. 

Cumberland  Xail  and  Iron  Company,  Bri<lgeton. 

George  E.  Righter,  Parsit>t'any,  ^lorris  county. 

Jersey  City  Steel  Com}>any,  Jersey  City. 

Joseph  AA'harton,  Port  Oram  and  AAbirren  Furnaces,  Ik>rt  Oram  and 
Hackettstown. 

Alartin  J.  Ryerson,  Bloomingdale. 

Oxford  Iron  and  Xail  C(»mj)any,  Oxford,  AVarren  county. 

Passaic  Rolling  Alill  Conqtany,  Paterson. 

Passaic  Zinc  Company,  Hudson  county,  l»y  Alanning  K Stjuier,  Xew  York. 
Port  Oram  Alanufacturing  ('ompany.  Port  Oram,  Alorris  county. 
Spaulding,  Jennings  tk  (_'o.,  AA'est  Bergen,  Jersey  City. 

Taylor  Iron  AA^orks,  High  Bridge,  Hunterdon  county. 

AV.  J.  Taylor  Sc  Co.,  Cliester,  ^Morris  county. 

NEW  YOliK. 

Ausable  Horse  Xail  Company,  Keeseville,  Essex  county. 

Bowen  tk  Signor,  Saranac. 

Charlotte  Iron  AA^orks,  Rochester. 


r 
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(.’love  Sprinjr  Iron  Works,  Clove  Valley,  Dutchess  county,  by  John  8. 
Schultze,  President. 

(’rown  Point  Iron  ('oinpany.  Crown  Point. 

Chateanpiy  Ore  and  Iron  Coin]iany,  Plattsburgh,  Clinton  county. 

C.  ^V.  Tuttle  ifc  Co.,  Auburn. 

D.  F.  Payne,  Wadhanrs  Mills,  Essex  county. 

Dover  Furnace  Iron  Company,  Dover  Furnace,  Dutchess  county. 

Elmira  Iron  and  Steel  Polling  I\Iill  Company,  Elmira. 

Forest  of  J)ean  Iron  Ore  Coni])any,  Poughkeepsie. 

<Tcre  Iron  and  Alining  (^omi)any.  Port  Leyden. 

lion.  Frederick  3Iiles,  Coi)ake  Iron  Works,  Columl)ia  county. 

Iloricon  Iron  Com2)anv,  Ticonderoga. 

dagger  Iron  Com2>any,  Albany,  by  James  Hendrick,  President. 

John  Leonard,  New  A^ork  City. 

J.  A J.  Pogers  Iron  Company,  lUack  Brook,  Clinton  county. 

J.  F.  Peynolds,  Irona,  Clinton  county. 

Kirkland  Iron  Company,  Kirkland,  Oneida  county. 

^laidiattan  Iron  Works  Com}>anv,  ]\Ianhattanville,  Xew  A^oi’k  City. 
Morrison,  Colwell  A Page,  Troy. 

X.  Gridlev  A Son,  Wassaic,  Dutchess  countv. 

Peter  Tremblav,  Clavburofh,  Clinton  countv. 

Poughkeej>sie  Iron  Company,  Poughkeepsie. 

Pome  Merchant  Iron  Mill,  Pome. 

Pome  Iron  Works,  Pome. 

Sterling  Iron  and  Pail  way  Company,  New  A^ork  City. 

Syracuse  Iron  Works,  Syracuse. 

Slower  A Esmond,  Essex,  Essex  county. 

Troy  Steel  and  Iron  Comj)uny,  Troy. 

The  E.  D.  Cla])})  Manufacturing  Company,  Auburn. 

William  iMulligan,  Saugerties. 

West  Point  Furnace  Company,  Cold  Sju'ing,  Putnam  county,  ]>y  J. 
Wesley  Pullman,  Treasurer. 

W.  F.  A S.  II.  Weston,  Keene  and  Wilmington,  Essex  county. 

Wheeler,  Madden  A Clemson  ^Manufacturing  Comjiany,  Aliddletown. 
Will.  W.  Wood,  Wood’s  Falls,  Clinton  county. 


i 


NORTH  CAROLINA. 

Poan  ^Mountain  Steel  and  Iron  Company,  Wilder’s,  Mitchell  county 


OHIO. 


Andrews  A Hitchcock,  A^oungstoMui. 

.Etna  Iron  and  Xail  Company,  Bridgeport. 

Akron  Iron  Coni]tany,  Akron. 

Bolton  Steel  Com]>any,  Canton. 

Brier  Hill  Iron  and  Coal  Company,  A'oungstown. 
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Brown,  Bonnell  & Co.,  Youngstown,  by  Fayette  Brown,  Receiver. 
Bnckeve  Furnace  (.'oinpany,  Riverton,  .Jackson  conntc  . 

Burgess  Steel  and  Iron  AVorks,  Portsinonth. 

Cartwright,  AIcCnrdy  & Co.,  Youngstown. 

Cainplxdl,  McGugin  ck  Co.,  Olive  Furnace,  Lawrence  county. 
Cherrv  Valiev  Iron  Works,  Leetonia,  Columbiana  county. 
Campbell  Iron  Comi>any,  Ironton. 

Cleveland  Hardware  Company,  Cleveland. 

Cleveland  Rolling  Mill  Company,  ( leveland. 

Campbell,  AIcGugin  & Co.,  Olive  Furnace,  Lawrence  county. 

Eliza  Furnace  and  Coal  Company,  AVellston. 

Eagle  Furnace  Company,  Youngstown. 

Etna  Iron  AVorks,  Ironton. 

Falcon  Iron  and  Xail  Company,  Xiles,  Trumbull  county. 

Globe  Iron  Com])any,  .Tackson. 

Globe  Rolling  Alill  Comi)any,  Cincinnati. 

Geo.  II.  & H.  P.  Ely,  Cleveland. 

llecla  Iron  and  Alining  Comi)any,  Ironton,  Lawrence  county. 

II.  Campbell  <k  Sons,  Ironton, 

Hamden  Furnace  Comi)any,  Portsmouth. 

.1.  I).  Clare  ck  Co.,  Bloom  Switch,  Scioto  county. 

.losepb  Corns  ik  Son,  Alassillon. 

.Innction  Iron  Comiiany,  Alingo  .Tnnction. 

Langldin  Steel  Company,  Alingo  .Tnnction. 

Lawrence  Furnace  Comi»any,  Culbertson,  Lawrence  county. 

Lake  File  Iron  Company,  Cleveland. 

Lawrence  Iron  AAYrks  Company,  Ironton. 

Aleans,  Kyle  ck  Co.,  Hanging  Rock. 

Alilton  Furnace  and  Coal  Company,  AA'ellston,  .Tackson  comity. 
Alaboning  ATilley  Iron  Company,  Youngstown. 

Xew  York  and  Ohio  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  Ironton. 

Ohio  Iron  Company,  Zanesville. 

Otis  Iron  and  Steel  Comi)any,  Cleveland. 

Pauhling  Iron  Company  Limited,  Cecil,  Paulding  county. 

1‘enn  Iron  and  Coal  Company,  Canal  Dover,  Tuscarawas  count.v. 
Reeves  Iron  Comjiany,  Canal  Dover. 

Soliil  Steel  Coni]uiny,  Alliance. 

Struthers  Iron  Comi«ny,  Struthers,  Alahoning  comity. 

Summers  Brothers  ck  Co.,  Struthers,  Alahoning  county. 

Sarah  Furnace  Company,  Ironton. 

Trumbnll  Iron  C'ompany,  Girard. 

Fnion  Rolling  Alill  Company,  Cleveland. 

AVellsville  Plate  and  Slieet  Iron  Company,  AA'ellsville. 
Ahiungstown  Steel  Company,  A’oungstown. 
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OIIEGOX. 


Oregon  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  Oswego. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Alan  AVood  A:  Co.,  ('onslioliocken,  Alontgomery  county. 

Alexander  Foster  A Co.,  Philadelphia. 

Allentown  Iron  ('ompany,  Allentown. 

Allison  Alanufacturing  Coinj>any,  Idiiladelphia. 

Altoona  Iron  Comj>any,  Altoona. 

Anderson,  Dulkiy  A Co.,  Pittsburgh. 

A.  A:  P.  Poberts  Co.,  Phihulelphia. 

Bellefonte  Iron  and  Nail  C'oni})any  Limited,  Bellefonte. 

Bernard  Lauth,  IIoAvard,  Centre  county. 

Blair  Iron  and  Coal  ('omi)any,  llollidaysburg. 

Boyce,  Bawle  <k  Co.,  Sharon,  Alcrcer  county. 

Brown  A:  Co.,  Pittsburgh. 

Bethlehem  Iron  Company,  Bethlehem. 

Boyce,  AVheeler  A:  Co.,  Sharon,  IMercer  county. 

Beaver,  AJarsh  A:  (’o.,  AViiitield,  Fnion  county. 

Becker  A:  Keinliold,  Chickies,  Lancaster  county. 

Carbon  Iron  and  Pipe  Com]»any  Limited,  Alauch  Chunk. 

Carrie  Furnace  Company,  Pittsburgh. 

Cambria  Iron  Com])any,  Johnstown. 

Canonsburg  Iron  C‘om])any  Limited,  Pittsl)urgh. 

Charlotte  Furnace  Company  Limited,  Scott<lale,  AVestmoreland  county 
Chartiers  Iron  and  Steel  Company  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

Chess,  Cook  A:  Go.,  Pittsburgh. 

Chester  Rolling  Alills,  Thurlow,  Delaware  county. 

Chickies  Iron  Company,  Chickies,  Lancaster  county. 

Cordelia  Iron  Company,  Reading. 

Corydon  AAhnch,  PhiladeliJiia. 

Curtins  A:  Co.,  Roland,  Centre  county. 

Cameron  Furnace  Company,  Aliddletown,  Dauphin  county. 

Conewago  Iron  Company,  Aliddletown,  Dauphin  county. 

Crawford  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  New  Castle,  La^^rence  county. 
Carnegie  Brothers  A:  Co.  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

C.  AA'.  Aid's  Son,  Boiling  Springs,  Cumberland  county. 

Catasau(|ua  Alanufacturing  Company,  Catasauqua. 

C.  A.  Godcharles  A:  Co.,  Alilton,  Northumberland  county. 

C.  Burkhart  A:  Co.,  Chambersburg. 

Danville  Nail  and  Alanufacturing  Comi)any,  Danville. 

Denniston,  Porter  A:  Co.,  llollidaysburg. 

Dunbar  Furnace  Company,  Dunbar,  Fayette  county. 

Duncannon  Iron  Company,  Duncannon. 

Davenport  & Fairbairn,  Erie. 
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E.  A:  ti.  Brooke  Iron  C’ompany,  Birdsboro,  by  George  Brooke,  President. 
Edward  S.  Buckley,  Philadelphia. 

l^sther  Kaufman,  St.  Peters,  Chester  county,  by  Thomas  A\'anner,  at- 
torney. 

Eureka  Cast  Steel  Comiiany,  (/hester. 

Everson,  Hammond  A:  Orr  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

Fayette  Coke  and  Furnace  (,’omitany,  Oliphant  Furnace,  Fayette  county, 
by  A.  B.  deSaulles,  Alanager. 

F.  B.  A A.  Laughlin,  l*ittsburgh. 

Galiel,  Jones  A Gabel,  Pottstown. 

Glendon  Iron  Comj)any,  Easton. 

(Treen  Ridge  Iron  AVorks,  Scranton. 

(Jrove  Brothers,  Danville. 

(ilamorgan  Iron  Conqiany,  Lewistown. 

Henderson,  Forker  A Co.,  Shar}>sville,  Alercer  county, 
llollidaysburg  an<l  Ga]>  Iron  AVorks,  llollidaysburg. 

Hoot)es  A Townsend,  Phihalelplda. 

Hughes  A Patterson,  PhiladeliJda. 

Hussey,  Howe  A Co.  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

Hartman  Steel  Comi)any  IJmitcd,  Beaver  Falls, 
llollidaysburg  Iron  and  Nail  Comi>any,  llollidaysburg. 

H.  AL  Alyers  A Co.,  Beaver  Falls. 

Henrv  Disston  A Sons,  Philadelphia. 

Isabella  Furnace,  Barneston,  Chester  county,  by  AVillimn  AL  Potts,  Alun- 
ager. 

Isabella  Furnace  t'ompany,  Etna,  Allegheny  county. 

.Tackson  A AVoo<lin  Alanufacturing  Company,  Berwick,  Columbia  county. 
James  Hooven  A Son,  Norristown. 

James  Aloore,  Philadelphia. 

James  Rowland  A Co.,  Philadelphia. 

John  AAdiitehead,  Huntingdon,  Huntingdon  county. 

J.  H.  Sternbergh,  Reading. 

King  AIcLanahan,  llollidaysburg,  Blair  county. 

Joseph  D.  Potts,  Philadelpliia. 

J.  Painter  A Sons,  Pittsburgh. 

J.  AA'ood  A Brothers,  Conshohocken,  Alontgomery  county. 

J.  E.  Emerson,  Beaver  Falls. 

Jawood  Lukens,  Conshohocken,  Alontgomery  county. 

John  Cornog,  Downingtown,  Chester  county. 

Jones  A Laughlins  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

J.  A R.  Aleily,  Lebanon. 

Kirkpatrick  A Co.  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

Laughlin  A Co.  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

L.  Ilelier  Smith,  Joanna  Furnace,  Berks  county. 

Lebanon  Iron  Company,  Lebanon. 
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Lehigh  Iron  Coinj)any,  Allentown,  by  Win.  II.  Aiin^y,  President. 

Lehigh  Zinc  and  Iron  Company  Limited,  Bethlehem. 

Lewisl)urg  Nail  Works,  LeAvisburg. 

liOgan  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  I.ewistown,  by  II.  T.  Townsend,  Presi- 
dent. 

Liggett  Spring  and  Axle  Company  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

Lochiel  Eolling  ]Mill  Company,  Plarrisburg. 

Linden  Steel  Company  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

McCoy  ^ Linn,  Alilesburg,  Centre  county. 

Alacungie  Iron  Company,  Alacungie,  Lehigli  county. 

Alarshall  Brotliers  Co.,  Phihnleli»hia. 

Alurshall  Brothers,  Newport,  Perry  county,  by  P,  Iliestand,  Superin- 
tendent. 

Alaidencreek  Iron  Comj>any,  Heading. 

AIcDaniel  and  Harvey  Com]>any,  Philadelphia. 

Merion  Iron  Company,  West  Conshohocken,  Afontgomery  county. 
Alidvale  Steel  Company,  Philadelphia,  by  William  Sellers,  President. 
Alilton  Iron  Company,  Williamsport  and  Alilton. 

Alonocacy  Furnace  t'ompany,  Alonocacy,  Berks  coimty. 

Alontour  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  Danville. 

Alontgomery  Iron  Company,  Port  Kennedy,  Alontgomery  (‘ounty. 
National  Tube  Works  Company,  AIcKeesport,  Allegheny  county. 
Nevegold,  Scheide  <k  Co.,  BrisUd. 

Oliver  and  Roberts  AVire  Company  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

Ormrod,  Fisher  A Co.,  Emaus,  Lehigh  county. 

Parkesburg  Iron  Company,  Parkesburg,  Chester  county. 

Peacock  & Thomas,  Lancaster. 

Philadelphia  Rolling  Alill  and  Bla.st  Furnace,  S.  Robbins  Son,  Pliila- 
delphia. 

Phmnix  Iron  Company,  Pluenixville,  Chester  county,  by  David  Reeves, 
President. 

Pierce,  Kelly  Co.,  Sharpsvilh^,  Alercer  county. 

Pittsburgh  Bessemer  Steel  Company  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

I^ortage  Iron  Company  Limited,  Duncansviile. 

Potts  Brothers  Iron  Company  Limited,  PottstoAvn. 

Pottstown  Iron  Company,  PottstoAvn. 

Pottsville  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  Pottsville. 

Pittsburgh  Steel  Casting  Company,  Pittsburgh. 

Pittsburgh  Bessemer  Steel  Company  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

R.  A.  Bostley  c'c  Co.,  ToAvanda. 

Reading  Iron  AVorks,  Reading. 

Red  Run  Coal  Company,  Roaring  Branch,  Lycoming  county. 

Reuben  Johnson  & Co.,  Northumberland. 

Rhodes  A Co.,  NeAv  Castle,  LaAvrence  county. 

Robert  Hare  PoAvePs  Sons  A Co.,  Saxton,  Bedford  county. 
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Rockhill  Iron  and  Coal  Com|»anv,  Orbisonia,  Huntingdon  county. 
Schuylkill  Haven  Iron  Comjiany,  Schuylkill  Haven. 

Scliall,  St(*acy  A Denney,  A'ork,  A^ork  county. 

Seidel  Brothers,  Harrisl)urg  and  Alarvsville. 

Sharon  Iron  Company,  Sharon,  Alercer  county. 

Sherk  A Aleily,  Le])aiion. 

Shoenberger  A (,b.,  Pittsburgh. 

Slioenberger,  S]>eer  A Co.,  Pittslmrgh. 

Singer,  Nimick  A Co.  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

Smith  Brothers  A Co.,  Pittslnirgh. 

Spang,  Chalfant  A Co.,  Pittsburgh. 

Standard  Nail  and  Iron  Comi>any,  AVilliamsport. 

Standard  Steel  Casting  Comi)any,  ThurloAV,  Delaware  county. 

StCAvart  Iron  Comi»any  Limited,  Sharon,  Alen'cr  county,  by  David 
StcAvart,  Chairman. 

P Susfiuehanna  Iron  Company,  Columbia. 

South  Alountain  Alining  and  Iron  Comi»any,  Pine  Grove  Furnace,  Cum- 
berland countv. 

Spearman  Iron  Company,  Shari>sville,  Alercer  county. 

Scranton  Steel  (^’oinpany,  Scranton. 

Thomas  E.  AVilliams,  ShartlesAulle,  Berks  county. 

Thomas  Iron  (bmpany,  Hokendau<iua,  Lehigh  county. 

Thorndale  Iron  AAbrks,  Thorndale,  (’hester  countv. 

Ihiited  States  Iron  and  Tinplate  Company  Limite<l,  Demmler,  Allegheny 
county. 

Ahilentines  A Co.,  Bellefonte. 

’ \ an  Alen  A Co.,  Northumberland. 

Ablta  Iron  Company  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

AATu’Avick  Iron  Company,  PottstoAvn. 

AV.  D.  AVood  A Co.  Limited,  Pittsburgh. 

AVe.st  Lebanon  Rolling  Alill  Company  Limited,  Lebanon. 

AYilliam  Neal  A Sons,  Bloomsburg. 

AVilliam  Alcllvain  A Sons,  Reading. 

William  A Harvey  RoAvland,  Frankfor<l,  Philadelphia. 

AAhn.  Sellers  A Co.,  Philadel]>hia. 

^ AVheeler  Furnace  Com])any,  Sharon. 

West  Penn  Steel  AVorks,  Leechburg. 

TEXXESSEE. 

Citico  Furnace  (bmpany,  Ciiattanooga. 

Chattanooga  Iron  Comi)any,  Chattanooga. 

Dayton  Coal  and  Iron  Company  Limited,  Dayton. 

Roane  Iron  Company,  Ciiattanooga. 

-I  Southern  Steel  Company,  Chattanooga, 

Tennessee  Coal,  Iron,  and  Railroad  Company,  Nashville. 
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T.  G.  McConnell,  Laurel  Bloomery,  Johnson  county. 
M arner  Iron  Company,  Warner,  Hickman  county  . 


VIRGINIA. 

Crozer  Steel  and  Iron  Company,  Koanoke. 

Dr.  Frank  Kin^,  Van  Buren  Furnace,  Shenandoali  county. 
D.  S.  Cook,  (Princess  Furnace,)  Glen  Wilton. 


Lstate  of  S.  F.  Jordan,  (Amherst  Furnace,)  Snow<len,  Amherst  (*uunty. 
Low  Moor  Iron  Company  of  Vir^dnia,  Low  Moor,  Alleghany  county. 
Longdale  Iron  Coini)any,  Longdale,  Alleghany  county,  by  F.  A.  Comly, 
President. 

Salisbury  Iron  Manufacturing  Com])any,  Salisbury  Furnace,  Botetourt 
countv. 


Shenandoah  Iron  Company,  Milnes,  Page  county. 


WEST  VIRGINIA. 

Belmont  Nail  Company,  AVheeling. 

Keller  & C’o.,  Capon  Iron  AVorks,  Hardy  county. 

Laughiin  Vail  Company,  AVheeling. 

Quinnimont  Coal  and  Iron  Comi)any,  (^uinnimont,  by  F.  A.  Comly, 
President. 

Biverside  Iron  AA^orks,  AVheeling. 

WISCONSIN. 


Api>leton  Furnace  (Company,  Api>leton,  Outagamie  county. 

Fond  du  Lac  Iron  Company,  Fond  du  Lac. 

National  lurnace  Comjtany,  De  Pere,  Brown  county. 

Rt’celrnl  too  late  to  ciassifi/. 

Franconia  Iron  \\  orks,  James  C.  AA’^arr,  AA^arehani,  Alassachusetts. 
11.  A.  Putnam,  Elizal>ethtown,  New  VTork. 

A.  McDonald  & Brother,  St.  Louis,  Alissouri. 


APPENDIX. 


COKKESPONDENCK  AVITII  THE  TP.EASI'RY  DEPAPVniENT. 


[CiRCT'LAR  TO  MANCFACTCRERS.] 

Tkeasukv  Department,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  July  17,  1SS5. 

Sir  : Investigations  of  the  methods  of  entry  and  appraisement  of 
importc'd  merchandise  have  shown  that  the  taritf  laws  are  largely 
evaded  bv  undervaluation  wherever  the  duties  are  levie<l  ad  valorem. 
A remedy  suggested  for  this  evil  is  the  adoption  of  si>ecihc  duties.  AA’ith 
a view  of  obtaining  information  on  this  subject  which  may  be  useful  to 
Congress  in  tiscal  legislation,  and  as  an  aid  in  tlie  improvement  of  the 
customs-revenue  system,  it  is  deemed  proper  to  ask  the  advice  of  those 
directlv  interested  in  the  various  industrial  arts  of  the  countrv  which 
may  be  atiected  by  taritf  legislation,  an<l  which  suffer  more  or  less  by 
reason  of  defective  methods  of  administration.  Y'ou  are,  therefore,  re- 
quested to  give  your  views  as  to  the  feasibility  of  simplifying  the  taritf 
and  making  the  duty  specitic,  so  far  as  applicable  to  imported  articles, 
such  as  are  made  or  produced  in  the  United  States,  in  which  you  are 
interestc'd,  or  with  which  you  are  Lmiiliar,  with  as  full  information  on 
the  subject  as  you  may  be  jJeased  to  submit. 

It  is  desirable  that,  in  addition  to  a schedule  showing  the  rates  of 
specitic  duty  which  in  your  opinion  should  be  levied  upon  the  various 
kinds  and  qualities  of  merchandise  embraced  therein,  the  information 
furnished  may  cover  tlie  following  points: 

First. — Commercial  or  technical  designation  of  tlie  article,  with  sam- 
ple or  samples. 

Second of  production  of  a given  unit  of  quantity,  by  weight 
or  measure,  with  the  following  details  as  to  each  kind  or  quality  of 
article,  viz. : (u)  Cost  of  materials,  character  of  same,  (as,  for  exam]»le, 
if  wool,  the  kind  of  wool,)  whether  of  foreign  or  domestic  origin.  If 
foreign,  what  part  of  the  value  represents  duties  paid  thereon,  {h) 
Cost  of  labor  in  detail,  giving  each  item  spccitically,  and  the  rates  of 
wages  paid,  (c)  Operating  expenses,  and  how  distributed,  (d)  Inter- 
est. (e)  Other  elements  of  cost  not  covered  by  the  above. 

Third. — Description  of  buildings  and  machinery,  and  amount  of 
capital  invested  in  each. 
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Fourth. — If  the  foreign  article  of  similar  kind  and  tiuality  is  subject 
to  ad  valorem  duty,  state  as  nearly  as  practicable  the  specitic  equiva- 
lent })er  a given  unit  of  weight  or  measure. 

Fifth. — Mention  any  exceptional  element  of  advantage  or  disad- 
vantage in  manufacturing,  such  as  location  of  t[ie  factory  with  refer- 
ence to  market  or  means  of  transportation,  accessibility  of  supplies, 
nature  of  the  power  or  kind  of  machinery  used,  character  of  labor 
emj)loyed,  rates  of  wages  paid,  amount  of  taxts,  or  exemption  from 
taxation,  etc. 

\ou  are  also  requested  to  forward  such  information  as  you  may  be 
able  to  submit  showing  the  relative  cost  of  manufacture  of  the  same 
article  in  the  United  States  and  in  Europe,  ]>articularly  with  regard 
to  the  cost  of  labor,  as  affecte<l  by  the  rate  of  wages  paid  in  the  dif- 
ferent countries.  State  how  much  the  total  cost  of  a given  unit  <»f 
production  is  increased  in  the  United  States  over  European  countries 
by  reason  of  the  ditlerence  in  wages  i>aid  and  the  rate  of  interest  on 
cajatal  employed.  State  also  to  what  extent,  within  your  knowledge 
of  the  special  trade  with  which  your  business  is  connected,  the  j)rcs- 
ent  laws  imi»osing  taxes  on  the  im}»orted  article  have  been  evaded 
and  how  the  same  can  be  corrected,  whether  by  specitic  duties  or 
otherwise,  an<l  to  what  extent  the  home  industry  witli  which  you  are 
connecte<l  has  suffered  from  this  cause.  It  is  imt  intemled  that  your 
rc})l}'  shall  be  contined  to  the  form  or  scoj)e  of  the  inquiries  above 
suggested,  but  you  are  invited  to  give  the  fullest  expression  of  your 
views  on  the  general  subject  indicated,  in  such  manner  and  form  as 

vou  mav  deem  best. 

« % 

Publicity  will  not  be  given  to  names,  loc-atioi},  or  facts  relating  to 
the  business  of  individuals  or  corporations.  Tliese  will  be  treated  as 
})i‘ivate,  if  so  desired.  Please  rei>ly  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

Very  Respectfully,  Daniel  ^Manning,  Secretary. 


Office  of  The  American  Iron  and  Steel  Association, 

Xo.  261  South  Fourth  st.,  Philadelphia^  July  18,  1885. 

lIoN.  Daniel  Manning;,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury^  Wa^^hluyton,  D.  C. 

Sir:  I am  in  receipt  of  your  circular  letter  of  the  17th  inst.  in  rela- 
tion to  ]>roi>osed  changes  in  the  tariff  laws.  The  subjects  presented 
for  consideration  cover  a wide  field  of  impiiry  and  investigation, 
and  a thorough  study  of  them  would  Occiip}-  several  weeks  and 
possibly  months  of  time.  I am,  however,  willing  to  begin  their  con- 
sideration at  once,  but  before  doing  this  I will  thank  you  to  advise 
me  whether  you  expect  this  office  to  resjiond  for  the  whole  iron  and 
steel  industries  of  the  country,  or  whether  you  expect  us  to  give  only 
our  own  views  as  an  Association,  accompanied  by  such  general  in- 
formation as  may  be  pertinent  to  the  scope  of  the  circular.  This  As- 


sociation embraces  a large  membership  of  iron  and  steel  manufactur- 
ers. If  desired  we  could  undertake  the  collection  of  information  from 
representative  manufacturers  in  every  part  of  the  country.  If  we 
should  agree  to  do  this,  however,  we  would  be  end>arrassed  ami  the 
work  in  hand  would  be  greatly  com}>li(*ated  if  the  Department  should 
at  the  same  time  request  retries  from  individual  manufacturers.  Such 
replies  as  we  might  receive  we  could  digest,  and  the  information  ob- 
tained could  be  systematized  and  tabulated.  I do  not,  however,  sug- 
gest that  this  is  the  best  method  of  obtaining  the  information  you 
desire.  My  only  object  in  calling  attention  to  the  matter  is  that  wt‘ 
may  know  how  you  wish  us  to  proceed  in  the  premises. 

Very  Resiiectfully  Yours,  James  X.  Swank,  General  Manayer. 


TkeasuRvY  Department,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washinyton,  D.  C.,  July  21,  1SS5. 

James  X.  Swank,  Eso.,  General  Manager  American  Iron  and  Steel 
ciatio)ij  Philadelphia. 

Sir:  I have  received  your  letter  of  the  18th  inst.  in  reference  to 
my  circular  asking  information  concerning  manufactures  in  which  your 
Association  is  interested.  I have  also  received  a communication  from 
Mr.  JoseiJi  Wharton,  Vice-President  of  your  Association,  on  the  same 
subject. 

A^ou  indicate  your  willingness  to  collect  information  from  re]U’c- 
sentative  manufacturers  of  iron  and  steel  lu’oducts  and  tabulate  the 
same  for  the  use  of  this  Det>artment.  Yon  state,  however,  that  you 
would  be  embarrassed  if  the  Department  should  at  the  same  time  re- 
quest replies  from  individual  manufacturers,  and  desire  to  know  before 
you  commence  the  collection  of  statistics  what  action  the  Department 
will  take  in  this  regard. 

In  reply  I lieg  to  say  that  the  circular  letter  referred  to  has  already 
been  sent  to  a number  of  individual  firms  and  corjiorations  engaged 
in  the  iron  and  steel  industries,  ami  will  i>robably  go  to  others,  as  I 
desire  to  obtain  the  fullest  information  from  all  jtossible  sources. 

I think  you  are  in  error  in  the  supiiosition  tliat  this  course  will 
cause  you  embarrassment  in  collecting  and  collating  information  in 
the  way  you  propose.  The  great  value  of  information  thus  collected, 
digested,  and  tabulated  under  your  direction  is  fully  a}>preciated,  and 
I shall  be  greatly  obliged  for  any  suggestions  which  your  thorough 
familiarity  with  the  subject  and  great  experience  in  these  matters 
may  dictate. 

I trust,  therefore,  you  will  proceed  with  the  work  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  you,  and  favor  the  Department  with  the  results  as  soon 
as  practicable.  Very  Resi>ectfully,  D.  Manning,  Secretary. 


I 
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Offkp:  of  The  American  Iron  and  Steel  Association, 

Xo.  2()1  Sov.th  Fourth  PJdlnddphia,  July  23,  1885, 

IIoN.  Daniel  Manning,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury^  Washington^  B.  C. 

Sir:  A^oiir  letter  of  the  21st  instant,  in  relation  to  the  collection 

information  in  re]>ly  to  your  circular  letter  of  the  17th  instant, 
has  been  received,  and  shall  luive  careful  con^ideration.  In  a few 
days  I will  be  able  to  advise  you  of  the  extent  to  which  our  investi- 
Elation  of  the  subjects  referred  to  in  the  circular  letter  can  be  carried. 
Very  Respectfully  Yours,  James  51.  Swam;,  Geiieral  Manager. 


Office  of  The  American  Iron  and  Steei,  Association, 

Xo.  2(11  South  Fourth  st.,  Philadelphia,  July  25,  1885. 

Hon.  Daniel  5Ianning,  Seci'dary  of  the  Treasury,  Washington,  1).  C. 

Sir:  At  a conference  this  morning  witli  some  of  our  friends  the 
second  {>oint  of  your  circular  letter  in  relation  to  duties  on  foreign 
goods  was  under  consideraticm.  5Ve  all  agree<l  that  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction to-day  or  at  any  time  <luring  the  present  year  is  entirely 
too  low  to  be  made  the  basis  of  legislation.  Labor  is  paid  less  than 
it  should  receive,  and  cajntal  as  a rule  is  not  adequately  rewarded. 
It  is  desiral)le  that  the  M’ages  of  labor  should  be  increased  as  soon 
as  possible.  I respectfully  suggest  that  all  inquiries  in  relation  to  cost 
of  production  should  be  made  to  cover  the  avei’age  of  the  last  three 
years,  1882,  1883,  and  1884.  The  first  year  mentioned  Mas  a very 
prosperous  year  for  all  American  industries;  the  next  year  was  very 
much  less  prosperous;  and  1884  \vas  in  many  respects  a disastrous 
year.  It  is  our  camlid  opinion  that  an  average  of  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion for  the  three  years  mentioned  M'ould  furnish  the  only  true  basis 
for  legislation.  5Iay  I ask  whetlier  you  M'ould  apxwove  of  this  oliice 
making  inquiries  concerning  the  three  years  mentioned?  To  ask  for 
])resent  cost  as  a basis  of  legislation  Avould  ]>e  seriously  objected  to. 

Very  Resx>ectfully  Yours,  James  51.  SwA^K,  General  Manager. 


Treasury  Department,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  August  3,  1885. 

James  51.  Swank,  Esq.,  General  Manager  Americaa  Iron  and  Steel  Asso- 
ciation, Ph  lladelph  la. 

Sir:  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  25th  ultimo,  in  Mdiich  you  sug- 

gest that  inquiries  in  regard  to  the  cost  of  production  of  iron  and  steel 
shouhl  be  made  to  cover  the  average  of  three  years,  (1882,  1883,  and 
1884,)  I have  to  state  that  your  suggestion  meets  the  cordial  a^iproval 
of  the  De]>artment.  Very  Resiiectfully, 

C.  S.  Fairchild,  Assistant  Secretary. 


Office  of  The  American  Iimx  and  Steel  Association, 

Xo.  261  South  Fourth  st.,  Philadelphia,  August  12,1885. 

Hon.  C.  S.  Fairchild,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Washington,  1>.  C. 

Dear  Sir  : Your  letter,  dated  about  August  1st,  in  reference  to  the 
substitution  of  1882,  1883,  and  1884  for  the  jiresent  time  in  the  collec- 
tion of  the  statistics  of  the  cost  of  x^roduction  of  manufactured  x>rod- 
ucts  in  our  countrv,  \vas  dulv  received  at  our  otlice  and  forAvarded  to 
me  at  Pittsburgh,  wliere  I then  M'as.  I had  gone  to  Pittsburgh  x^^R'tly 
to  excite  interest  in  tlie  Secretary’s  circular,  and  your  letter  was  of 
much  service  to  me  in  securing  the  x>romise  of  co-oxx‘ration  from 
leading  Pittsburgh  manufacturers.  Returning  from  Pittsburgh  I x>laced 
your  letter  in  the  hands  of  one  of  our  x^romiuent  Bessemer  steel  man- 
ufiicturers,  who  will  to-dav  lav  it  before  his  as.sociates  in  the  liusiness 
at  a meeting  to  be  lield  at  Long  Branch.  AVitli  this  exx>lanation  you 
will  understand  M’hy  the  receix>t  of  your  letter  Mas  not  x>romx»tly  ac- 
knoM'ledge<l  l)v  me.  I am  gratified  that  the  Dejiartment  takes  tlu* 
same  vicM'  of  the  sul)ject  of  your  letter  that  is  taken  by  this  Asso- 
ciation. 

HereM'ith  I inclose  to  you  co})ies  of  a circular  letter  to  all  iron  and 
steel  manufacturers  and  of  several  series  of  interrogatories  M’hich  mc 
are  noM'  sending  to  them.  I also  inclose  you  cox>ies  of  our  Bulletin 
of  last  M'eek  and  this  M’eek  containing  references  to  the  Secretary’s 
circular.  You  M'ill  j>erc(uve  from  these  various  ]>ublications  that  tliis 
otlice  is  doing  all  that  it  can  do  to  secure  the  active  co-ox‘eration  of 
iron  and  steel  and  all  other  manufacturers  in  the  important  M'ork 
M'hicli  tlie  Department  has  undertaken.  We  do  not  a])]frove  of  tlie 
]>roject  of  a general  revision  of  the  tariff  at  this  time,  but  this  matter 
]>eing  beyond  our  control  M'e  believe  that  it  is  the  tluty  of  manufac- 
turers to  give  to  the  Department  the  information  it  has  retpiested.  I 
am  hojieful  noM'  that  there  Mull  be  a general  resxionse  to  the  Depart- 
ment’s request.  Several  neM'spaxiers  of  influence  have  coxaed  ap}>rov- 
ingly  tlie  editorial  in  our  Bulletin  of  August  5th. 

In  sending  out  the  interrogatories  from  this  otlice  it  is  not  our  in- 
tention to  interfere  in  any  MTxy  M'ith  the  transmission  of  individual 
rexiorts  to  the  Dexiartment  as  requested  in  the  Secretary’s  circular. 
Our  object  is  solely  to  secure  reports  to  this  oflice  from  manufactur- 
ers M’ho  M'ould  not  otheiMvise  take  the  trouble  to  rex>ort  to  the  De- 
]xirtment. 

I respectfully  suggest  that,  in  any  communications  the  Dex>artment 
may  have  M'ith  industrial  organizations  of  the  country  like  our  OM'ii, 
you  might  xa'ojierly  call  their  attention  to  the  action  M’e  have  taken. 
5Ve  have  already  sent  cox^ies  of  our  Bulletin  of  August  5th  to  the  offi- 
cers of  most  of  these  organizations. 

Very  Resx>ectfully  Yours, 

James  5[.  Sm'ank,  General  Manager. 


* 


44 


LETTI::R  to  TKK  secretary  of  THi:  TREASURY. 


CIRCULAR  LETTERS  FROM  THE  A:\IERICAN  IRON  AND 

STEEL  ASSOCIATIOX. 

Office  of  The  Amekicax  Ikon  and  Stei  l Association, 

No.  261  South  Fourth  si.,  Philadd}‘hkiy  August  10,  LSSo. 

To  All  Iron  and  Steel  Manufacturers. 

Gentlemen:  Inclosed  herewith  you  will  find  u copy  of  the  circu- 
lar letter  from  the  Secretar\'  of  the  Treasury  in  relation  to  proposed 
changes  in  the  tariff  laws;  also  a series  of  interrogatories,  prepared 
hy  this  othce,  in  relation  to  the  cost  of  jirodticing  the  product,  or 
products,  of  your  works.  I am  in  receijit  of  a personal  letter  from 
the  Secretary  urging  this  Association  to  assist  him  in  obtaining  the 
information  called  for  in  his  circular  letter,  and  the  accompanying 
interrogatories  have  been  framed  to  secure  tliis  information.  It  will 
be  noticed  tliat  the  Secretary's  circular  letter  implies  that  the  infor- 
mation he  desires  concerning  cost  of  production  shall  relate  to  the 
present  time,  and  that  the  interrogatories  by  tins  othce  embrace  the 
years  18S2,  1886,  and  1884.  I have  the  Secretary’s  express  authority 
to  make  this  important  change  in  the  scope  of  the  investigation  he 
has  undertaken. 

In  The  Bulletin  of  this  Association  for  August  5th  you  will  find  an 
eilitorial  article  approving  the  Secretary’s  call  for  information,  which  I 
hope  you  will  read  carefully.  In  this  article  you  will  see  that  it  is  our 
true  policy  to  give  the  information  that  is  asked  for.  I hope,  therefore, 
that  you  will  at  once  reply  to  the  interrogatories  contained  in  the  ac- 
com})anying  blank  and  send  your  rejtly  to  my  address.  I will  use  your 
answers  only  to  enable  this  othce  to  comjale  taliulated  statements  for 
the  country  at  large  for  the  use  of  tlie  Secretary.  We  will  not  print, 
nor  in  any  way  disclose  to  any  jierson  but  tiie  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, the  replies  you  may  make.  We  will  talailate  the  returns  by 
States  and  districts,  [u*ecisely  as  we  do  in  compiling  the  ordinary  sta- 
tistics of  this  Association.  I trust  that  you  will  co-operate  promptly 
with  this  othce  in  furnishing  the  Secretary  witii  the  information  he 
desires.  It  is  not  desired  nor  proi»osed  that  any  suggestions  shall  be 
made  to  him  by  this  office  concerning  any  changes  in  the  present 
rates  of  duties,  except  in  those  cases  where  the  duties  are  manifestly 
too  low,  as  in  the  case  of  tin  plates,  or  where  an  ad.  valorem  duty  should 
be  exchanged  for  a specihc  duty.  If  you  discover  that  the  blank  or 
blanks  sent  you  are  not  precisely  suited  to  your  works,  the  character 
of  the  materials  you  use,  or  the  kind  of  product  you  make,  please  cor- 
rect the  interrogatories  or  supply  the  omissions.  We  have  given  an 
abundance  of  room  between  lines  for  this  purpose. 

Very  Respectfully  Yours, 

James  M.  Swank,  Vice-President  a)ul  General  Manager. 
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Office  of  The  Amekican  Iron  and  Steel  Association, 

iVo.  261  South  Fourth  st.,  Philadelphia,  September  3,  1885. 

To  All  Iron  and  ASteel  Manufacturers. 

Gentlemen  : I respectfully  request  that  your  reply  to  the  interrog- 
atories we  have  already  sent  you  concerning  Secretary  Planning’s  cir- 
cular be  sent  to  me  as  so<m  as  ]>ossible.  We  desire  to  make  a sum- 
mary during  the  ]>resent  month  of  the  replies  sent  to  us  by  the  manu- 
facturers. If  it  is  not  convenient  for  you  to  give  exact  tigures  of  cost 
of  production  for  1882,  1883,  and  1884  ]>lease  make  careful  estimates. 

Allow  me  to  call  vour  attention  to  some  observations  in  relation  to 
Mr.  Planning’s  circular  which  will  be  found  on  tlie  tirst  page  of  our 
Bulletin  for  the  2d  instant.  PYry  Res]>ectfully  Yours, 

James  PL  Swank,  Vice-President  and  Geiieral  Manager. 
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ACTION  OF  THE  APIERICAN  IRON  AND  STEEL  ASSOCIATION. 

At  a meeting  of  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  American  Iron 
and  Steel  Association,  held  at  Philadelpliia  on  Wednesday,  October 
14th,  for  the  ]mrpose  of  considering  the  circular  letter  of  Secretary 
Planning  in  relation  to  duties  on  im}>orts,  the  following  resolutions 
were  unanimously  adopted. 

1.  Resrjlved,  That  we  approve  the  action  tliat  has  l)een  taken  by 
tlie  officers  of  this  Association  in  requesting,  in  response  to  the  circu- 
lar letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  information  from  iron  and 
steel  manufacturers  concerning  the  cost  of  ju’oduction  of  tlie  various 
articles  of  iron  and  steel,  believing  that  such  information  could  not 
fail  to  justify  the  present  duties  on  these  products. 

2.  Resolved,  That  we  regard  the  present  taritf,  which  was  enacted 
less  than  three  years  ago,  after  nearly  two  years  of  Congressional  agi- 
tation, as  being  in  the  main  a wise  law,  altliough  it  contains  some  de- 
fects which  we  would  lie  glad  to  see  corrected  if  this  could  be  done 
without  re-opening  the  whole  (piestion  of  taritf  revision. 

3.  Resolved,  That  we  are  earnestly  opjiosed  to  any  scheme  of  tariff 
revision  which  contemjilates  any  further  changes  in  the  ]iresent  tariff 
than  tlie  judicious  substitution  of  specific  for  ad  valorem  duties  or  the 
correction  of  such  manifest  errors  as  the  low  rate  on  tin  }>late — a rate 
which  gives  to  England  the  monopoly  of  the  manufacture  of  this  in- 
dispensable article,  and  permits  no  American  citizen  to  engage  in  its 
production. 

4.  Resolved,  Tliat  it  is  our  sincere  opinion  that,  if  a general  revision 
of  the  tariff'  should  be  undertaken  at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  the 
immediate  effect  would  be  to  seriouslv  check  the  welcome  revival  in 
Imsiness  which  has  recently  commenced  in  every  ])art  of  the  country, 
and  we  appeal  to  Congress  to  promptly  declare  its  hostility  to  any  such 
]iroject. 
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5.  Resolved,  That  we  appeal  to  the  President  and  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  ^ive  assurance  to  the  country  in  the  official  papers 
which  they  will  soon  prepare,  in  antici])ation  of  the  meeting  of  Con- 
gress, and  which  will  be  eagerly  read  by  all  the  peoi)le,  that  the  proj- 
ect of  another  general  revision  of  the  tariff  at  the  jiresent  time  does 
not  receive  their  official  sanction. 

0.  Resolved,  That  such  information  as  has  been  collected  by  the 
American  Iron  and  Steel  Association  concerning  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion of  iron  and  steel  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  Secretarv  of  the 
Treasui'v  at  as  early  a day  as  possible,  and  that  copies  of  the  forego- 
ing resolutions  be  transmitted  to  the  President  and  the  Secretary  im- 
mediatelv. 

E X EC  r TI V E M A NS  ION, 

Washinf/ton,  October  19,  1885. 

James  Swank,  Esq.,  Vice-President  American  Iron  and  Steel  Associa- 
tion, Philadelphia. 

'My  Dear  Sir:  The  President  directs  me  to  acknowledge  the  recci[>t 
of  your  letter  of  the  14th  inst.,  inclosing  resolutions  of  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  American  Iron  and  Steel  Association  in  relation  to 
duties  on  imports,  and  to  say  that  the  suggestions  contained  therein 
will  have  due  consideration. 

Very  Truly  Yours,  Daniel  S.  Lamont,  Private  Secretarij. 


LETTERS  FRO:\I  IROX  AND  STEEL  MAXUEACTURERS  TO  THE 
A:MERICAX  IROX  AXD  steel  AvSSOCIATIOX. 


South  Mountahi  Mining  a7\d  Iron  Co.,  Pine  Grove  Fimiace,  Cumberland 
county,  Pa. — Our  business  of  manufacturing  iron  blooms  is  injuriously 
affected  by  the  ad  valorem  rate  of  duty  on  Scotch  open-hearth  steel 
blooms.  We  would  recommend  a S]>ecific  duty  of  S21  per  ton  on  such 
steel  blooms. 

McCullough  Iron  Co.,  of  ^yllmington,  Delaware,  and  of  Cecil  coimty, 
Maryland. — The  ad  valorem  rate  of  45  per  cent,  on  steel  ingots  and 
blooms  should  be  changed  to  IJ  cents  per  jtound  specific.  The  ad  va- 
lorem rate  of  30  per  cent,  on  sheet  iron  thinner  than  Xo.  29  and  on 
taggers  iron  also  affects  us  injuriously.  A specilic  duty  of  l/o  cents 
per  pound  should  be  imposed  on  these  thicknessc\s. 

Bernard  Lauth,  Howard  Iron  110/7:^?,  Centre  coiuity,  Pa. — We  want  a 
higher  rate  of  duty  on  charcoal  pig  iron.  We  want  a tariff  that  will 
protect. 

Wm.  ir.  Wood,  Wood’s  Falls,  Clinton  county.  New  York. — Our  Cham- 
plain ore  blooms  are  used  for  steel  purposes  and  for  wire  rods.  Add 
to  their  jadce  SIO  per  ton  for  rolling  and  compare  with  the  price  of 
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foreiini  iron  wire  rods,  and  it  will  be  seen  that  foreign  rods  are  much 
cheaper.  Since  the  duty  has  been  reduced  on  iron  wire  rods  my  forge 
has  onlv  been  able  to  work  to  one-third  of  its  capacity. 

Wm.  Mcllvain  & Sons,  Reading,  Pa. — We  most  earnestly  take  exce2>- 
tion  to  ad  valorem  duties,  inasmuch  as  they  injuriously  increase  prices 
on  a higher  market  and  with  eipially  bad  effect  tend  to  depress  still 
more  a low  market.  AVe  would  advocate  in  all  cases  absolute  s])ecitic 
duties.  In  the  Ciise  of  materials  of  several  grades  or  (pialities,  and 
subject  to  difference  in  i>rice,  a scale  in  the  duties  could  be  api>lietl 
under  a specific  ruling,  avoiding  fluctuations  in  the  market  to  a very 
great  extent  and  establishing  a permanency  in  trade  that  is  desiralde 
at  all  times. 

Marshall  Bros.  A*  Co.,  Phdadelphla. — AA  e should  have  at  h*ast  1/^ 
cents  to  2 cents  i*er  pound  duty  on  taggers  iron.  The  present  ad 
vaUmon  duty  of  30  i>er  cent,  is  no  protection,  as  there  is  undervalua- 
tion on  all  the  light  sheets.  A higher  duty  is  also  needed  on  heavier 
i^auges.  AVhen  sheet  iron  is  sold  here  on  a profitable  Ixisis  we  are  af- 
fected at  once  by  foreign  sheets.  AA"e  need  the  old  duty,  or  the  one 
recommended  by  the  Tariff  Commission  of  1882,  in  order  to  success- 
fully compete  with  foreign  manufacturers. 

Everson,  Hammond  d:  Orr,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. — A\  e used  to  make  largely 
Xo.  30  trunk  slieets  when  the  duty  was  cents  per  pound;  now, 
under  the  ad  valorem  duty  of  30  per  cent.,  the  trade  is  entirely  gone. 

J.  R.  Brlnghurst,  Marshallton,  Delaware. — Taggers  iron  should  have  a 
specific  duty  per  pound  at  least  equal  to  that  imposed  on  Xo.  28  sheet 
iron,  which  is  l/V  cents  per  i^ound. 

Marshall  Iron  Co.,  Newport,  Delaware.— Owv  business  of  manufactur- 
ing sheet  iron  is  injuriously  affected  by  the  low  ad  valorem  duty  on 
taggers  iron,  which  should  be  subject  to  a si»ecific  duty  of  2 cents  }>er 
pound,  and  it  is  also  affected  by  the  inconsistent  duty  on  imported 
tinned  sheet  iron,  known  as  tin  plate. 

John  A.  Roehling's  Soyis  Co.,  Trenton,  New  Jersey. — The  wire-rod  roll- 
ing mill  of  this  company  has  been  closed  for  nearly  two  years  because 
it  is  impossible  to  compete  with  imported  rods. 

Hartman  Steel  Co.  Limited,  Beaver  Falls,  Pa, — Xo.  (»  steel  wire  rods 
have  been  imported  largely  at  as  low  a duty  as  811.50  per  ton,  which 
is  }»ermitted  under  the  rate  of  45  i>er  cent,  ad  valorem,  as  against  the 
specific  duty  of  813.44  per  ton  which  is  levied  on  Xo.  5 rods.  AA"e 
would  recommend  cent  per  pound  specific  duty  on  rods  lighter 
than  Xo.  5. 

McDaniel  & Harvey  Co.,  Philadelphia.— Omy  business  of  galvanizing 
sheet  iron  is  most  injuriously  affected  by  the  inade(|uate  duty  upon 
tin  plates,  terne  plates,  and  taggers  tin,  which  should  be  subjected  to  a 
duty  of  2k  cents  per  pound  instead  of  1 cent.  In  regard  to  the  duty 
on  sheet  and  taggers  iron  we  have  to  say  as  follows:  Taggers  iron 
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has  been,  and  still  is,  dutiable  at  30  j)er  cent,  ad  valorem.  It  is  held 
to  comj)rise  sheets  as  heavy  as  No.  30  wire  gau^e,  but  it  is  a fact,  ad- 
mitted both  by  consumers  and  importers,  that  almost,  if  not  quite, 
the  whole  consumption  is  of  Nos.  36  and  38  wire  gauge  or  lighter. 
These  gauges  are  made  in  tinqilate  sizes,  namely,  10  inches  by  14 
inches,  14  inches  by  20  inches,  etc.  But  there  is  also  a great  deal  ctf 
No.  30  sheet  iron  used  for  various  ptirposes  which  is  made  in  larger 
sheets  of  regular  sheet-iron  sizes,  and  which  is,  in  fact,  sheet  iron 
ami  not  taggers  iron  at  all,  strictly  speaking.  It  is  not  right  that  this 
light  sheet,  the  finest  and  lightest  made,  should  be  admitte<l  at  so 
much  below  the  proper  duty  upon  other  gauges  of  light  sheet  iron, 
say  Nos.  29,  28,  and  27.  American  manufacturers  of  light  sheets  can 
not  compete  with  foreign  manufacturers  with  a duty  of  only  30  per  cent. 
ad  valorem.  The  difticulty  of  distinguishing  between  such  light  gauges 
as  Nos.  29,  30,  etc.,  is  such  tluit  we  have  reason  to  fear  that  slieets 
heavier  than  No.  30  are  imported  under  the  guise  of  taggers  iron,  in- 
stead of  at  the  proper  duty  of  H cents  per  pound  as  sheet  iron.  The 
makers  of  light  sheets  suffer  much  in  consequence.  On  the  subject 
of  undervaluation  under  the  ad  valorem  duty  of  30  per  cent,  it  is 
needless  to  speak.  There  is  always  the  i)Ossil)ility  of  it  while  the  ad 
ralorem  rate  exists,  and  we  have  every  reason  to  l)elieve,  -from  com- 
parison of  tlie  prices,  at  times,  here  and  abr<»ad,  that  such  lias  been 
the  case;  but  sufficient  proof  is,  of  course,  difficult  to  obtain.  In  tlie 
interest  of  a proper  tariff  reform  Ave  ask  that  the  schedule  for  sheet 

iron  be  extended  so  as  to  comprise  all  gauges  from  No.  25  to  No.  33>, 

instead  of  stopping  at  No.  29,  as  at  present.  This  will  not  affect  the 
users  of  real  taggers  iron,  but  will  relieve  the  makers  of  liglit  sheets 

in  tliis  country  and  stop  an  oi>ening  for  improper  importation.  In 

regard  to  heavier  sheet  iron  we  desire  to  i)oint  out  the  absurdity,  to 
say  nothing  of  the  injustice,  of  allowing  a higher  <luty  upon  boiler 
plate  than  upon  sheet  iron.  Boiler  plate  is  set  down  at  1\  cents  per 
pound,  Avhile  the  duty  on  sheets  up  to  No,  20  is  only  cents.  As 
four  or  five  times  more  boiler  plate  than  slieet  iron  can  be  rolled 
with  the  same  expenditun?  of  time  and  labor,  sheet  iron  ought  fairly 
to  have  a higher  rate  of  duty  than  the  former.  Tlie  duty  on'  boiler 
})late  being  placed  at  1\  c(mts  per  i>ound,  then  surely  sheet  iron  from 
No.  12  to  No.  20,  inclusive,  ought  to  liave  a duty  adjusted  higher  than 
is  now  imposed  u]>on  it,  or  at  least  1}  cents  per  pound,  and  lighter 
gauges  should  have  still  higher  duties  to  correspond. 


These  do  not  come  in  competition  with  like  articles  made  in  other 
countries;  hence  we  are  not  directly  interested  in  tlie  amount  of  du- 
ties imposed  on  this  class  of  articles.  e are,  however,  indirect!}  in- 
terested in  the  general  prosperity  of  the  country,  which  jirosjierity 
regulates  the  demand  for  our  products.  This  demand  is  always  great- 
est and  the  prices  are  most  remunerative  when  the  country  is  pros- 
perous and  the  finances  of  the  country  are  in  a sound  condition,  a\  ith 
the  balance  of  trade  in  favor  of  the  ITnited  States.  The  prosperity 
of  the  agriculturist,  the  manufacturer,  the  artisan,  the  merchant,  and 
all  other  classes,  together  with  a sound  condition  of  the  finances  of 
the  country,  can  not,  in  my  opinion,  be  maintained  without  liberal 
protection  on  all  articles  that  can  be  grown  or  made  in  this  countr} . 

I believe  that  the  stability  and  the  perpetuity  of  the  Rei»ublic  de- 
pend on  the  intelligence  and  j)rosperity  of  the  American  laborer.  I 
am,  therefore,  in  favor  of  such  rates  of  duties  as  will  enable  the  peo- 
l)le  of  this  country  to  produce  or  manufacture  everything  that  our 
soil,  climate,  forests,  mines,  and  manufactories  are  capable  of  produc- 
ing, and  this,  too,  without  being  compelled  to  reduce  the  compensa- 
tion of  the  workingmen  of  the  country  to  the  low  rate  paid  in  other 
countries.  This  company  also  manufactures  charcoal  pig  iron,  Avhich 
is  used  in  making  railroad  wheels  and  chilled  rolls.  This  jiroduct 
comes  into  direct  competition  wdth  charcoal  pig  iron  made  in  Austria, 
Italy,  Spain,  and  Sweden,  and  should  be  protected.  A large  portion 
of  the  cost  of  a ton  of  pig  iron  is  for  labor ; labor  in  cutting  and  coal- 
ing the  wood,  mining  the  ore,  hauling  the  coal  and  ore,  and  in  smelt- 
ing the  ore.  In  vieAV  of  this  fact,  and  considering  the  great  difference 
between  the  cost  of  labor  in  this  country  and  that  in  European 
countries,  I think  that  there  should  be  a duty  of  not  less  than  $10 
per  ton  on  all  }>ig  iron  imported  that  is  smelted  wdth  charcoal. 

A.  R,  Whitney  & Co.,  New  York  Cify.— Believing  it  is  necessary  to 
tell  some  business  secrets  for  the  purpose  of  accomplishing  anything,  I 
would  state  that  w^e  are  obliged  to  sell  steel  hoops  cut  to  length,  name- 
ly, H inches  by  No.  18  and  IJ  inches  by  No.  17,  delivered,  for  cents 
per  pound,  which  equals  $42.56  per  gross  ton,  or  lose  sales,  as  our  cus- 
tomers can  buy  German  steel  hoops  at  this  price.  The  duty  on  steel 
of  every  description  valued  at  4 cents  per  pound  or  less  is  45  per  cent. 
ad  valorem,  and  these  hoops  to  cost  $42.56  here  must  l)e  sold  at  the 
lK>int  of  shipment  at  £6  per  gross  ton,  or  a trifle  more  than  $29.  Every 
dollar  of  the  difference  is  represented  by  increased  cost  of  labor  here. 


Georye  G.  Lobdell,  Presideiit  Lohdell  Car-Wheel  Company,  WUmhiyion, 
Delaivare. — First.  I think  it  very  important  that  all  duties  should  be 
specific,  and  if  they  are  so  levied  I believe  that  much  trouble  ami 
expense  in  collecting  them  Avill  be  saved,  and  much  fraud  be  j>revent- 
ed.  Second.  The  largest  part  of  our  business  is  the  manufacture  of 
chilled  railroad  wffieels,  chilled  rolls,  and  castings  of  iron  an<l  brass. 


Instead  of  an  ad  vnloy^em  duty  of  45  per  cent,  we  actually  need  J of  a 
cent  per  pound  on  steel  hoops  of  large  sizes,  U inches  by  No.  18  and 
larger;  1 cent  on  11  inches  to  | inch  or  1 inch ; and  cents  on  small- 
er sizes.  Common  steel  plates  cost  £7  at  Glasgow,  Scotland,  or  IJ  cents 
per  pound,  and  the  best  are  £8  10s.,  or  under  2 cents  per  pound,  f.  o.  b. 
One  cent  a pound  duty  is  little  enough  on  steel  plates  /g  inch  and 
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thicker,  and  cents  on  fV  cents  on  Nos.  14  to  20,  and 

1|  cents  on  thinner. 

0.  P.  Cohb,  President  Cobb's  Iron  and  Nail  Company,  Atirora,  Pidiayia. 

— I think  the  country  is  sufteriii"  more  from  tariff  tinkering  and  the 
fear  of  it  than  from  anything  else.  ithin  the  last  six  years,  since  1 
have  been  manufacturing  nails  by  my  patent  }>rocesses  from  wrought 
scrap  iron,  the  price  of  raw  material  has  come  down  from  §40  and 
§50  per  ton  to  §14  and  $18  per  ton,  and  tenpcnny  nails  have  fallen 
from  §5  per  keg  to  §1.70,  and  other  branches  of  business  have  expe- 
rienced nearly  the  same  change.  And  this  ruinous  change  in  prices 
has  all  taken  place  while  we  have  had  a good  currency  and  plenty  of 
it,  without  any  material  change  having  been  made  in  the  tarifl  bv 
Congress,  but  under  its  constant  talk  and  threats  to  change  the  pres- 
ent tariff,  specifically,  horizontally,  or  to  free  trade,  for  party  pur- 
poses. This,  in  my  opinion,  has  done  more  to  destroy  confidence  and 
ruin  the  former  prosperity  of  our  country  even  under  the  present  tar- 
iff than  all  the  faults  that  have  yet  been  shown  in  that  tariff. 

Sheldon  & Co.,  Aubmm,  K Y.—\Ve  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  fill 
out  these  sheets,  but  we  want  to  express  to  Secretary  Manning,  and 
through  him  to  Congress,  our  aversion  to  any  change  in  the  tariff  or 
any  agitation  on  the  subject.  We  are  just  recovering  from  a business 
depression,  and  now  that  we  begin  to  see  the  light  of  day  \\e  hope 
and  pray  that  the  Secretary  or  Congress  will  not  commence  agitation 
of  the  tariff  question,  which  will  be  certain  to  raise  the  very  mischief 
with  all  kinds  of  business.  There  is  nothing  that  a business  man  fears 
so  much  as  the  agitation  of  business  subjects  by  Congress.  It  is  with 
a sigh  of  relief  that  we  read  of  its  adjournment.  Leave  the  tariff  as  it 
is  and  within  a twelve-month  every  shop  will  be  busy  and  the  whole 
country  will  be  happy. 

James  Rowland  & Co.,  Philadelphia.— ^Yhile  we  duly  respect  your  im- 
pressions that  it  is  proper  policy  to  give  the  information  asked,  we 
can  not  but  differ  from  such  view.  The  interrogatories  are  too  inquis- 
itorial and  a positive  departure  from  our  established  impressions  that 
the  least  developed  about  one’s  private  business  affairs  the  better  it  is 
for  that  business.  The  present  tariff’  is  good  enough.  If  it  is  bring- 
ing in  too  much  revenue  all  the  better ; let  it  come.  Pay  off  the  bonds, 
build  ships,  strengthen  our  present  unprotected  coast  line,  and  with 
such  a disiX)sition  of  the  excess  of  revenue  consumption  of  our  prod- 
ucts would  be  established,  and  our  labor  wou  d be  compensated  far 
above  foreign  pauper  labor.  If  they  do  otherwise  by  cutting  down 
protection  we  will  be  a nation  of  discontents,  whicli  will  be  destruc- 
tive to  democratic  rule  in  the  future.  It  seems  to  us  that  replying  to 
Secretary  Manning’s  inquiries  simply  accords  with  the  idea  of  a change 
in  the  tariff’  being  neces.sary.  AVe  have  no  such  accord.  We  posi- 
lively  jwotest  against  the  change. 


